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A 


MONOGEAPH 


OF THE 


SILYER DOLLAR, 

GOOD AND BAD. 


ILLUSTRATED WITH FAC-SIMILE FIGURES OF FOUR HUN- 
DRED AND TWENTY-FIVE VARIETIES OF DOLLARS, 
AND EIGHTY-SEVEN VARIETIES OF HALF DOLLARS, 
INCLUDING THE GENUINE, THE LOW STANDARD, AND 
THE COUNTERFEIT: GIVING THEIR WEIGHT, dUALlTY 
AND EXACT VALUE, AND ENABLING THE INEXPERI- 
ENCED TO DETECT THOSE WHICH ARE SPURIOUS. 


BY J. L. RIDDELL. M. D. 

MBLTBA AlfD BBFINBB IN TUB UNITBD BTATBS BRANCH MINT, NEW ORLEANS; AND PROFESSOR 07 
CHBMISTRT IN TUB MBDICAL COLLBOB OF LOUISIANA. 


THE ORIGINAL ASSAYS MADE BY WM. P. HORT, M. D., A8SAYER IN THE UNITED 

States branch mint, new Orleans. 


NEW ORLEANS: 

SOLD BY NORMAN, NEW ORLEANS; WILEY AND PUTNAM, NEW YORK; CARET 
k, HART, PHILADELPHIA; E. MORGAN k CO., CINCINNATI. 

PBZNTBD BT S. SHBPARD, OXNOINNATX. 

1845 . 
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Entered according to Act of Ck>ngre88 in the year 1845, 

BY J. L. RIDDELL, 

In the Dietrict Clerk*! Office of the District Court of Louisiana. 


ADVERTISEMENT. 

The author would respectfully announce, that he has nearly prepared for 
publication “A General Atlas op Modern Coins,” upon the plan of the 
present work. It will be fully illustrated by perfect fac-simile figures, and 
will, it is presumed, be found useful, not only in giving the authentic and 
exact quality and value of the multiform varieties of hard money, but also in 
affording valuable and ready means of distinguishing the genuine from the 
spurious. 

Branch Mint, New Orleans, 7 
August, 1845. 5 


Digitized by ^ooQle 



PRELIMINAHY EEMARKS, 

ON THE DESCRIPTION, WEIGHT, VALUE AND IMPRES- 
SION OF COINS, AND ON COUNTERFEITS. 


I. Description of Coins. 

In the description of coins, either side is called the disc. 

The principal side, usually bearing a bust, portrait, or human figure, is 
denominated the obverse. 

The other side, bearing usually a coat of arms or other characteristic 
msignia, is denominated the reverse. 

Words, &c., running circularly near the margin or edge, are denominated 
the legend, as United States of America on the reverse of No. 3. 

Words, &;c., running in straight lines horizontally across the face, are 
denominated the inscription. 

Words, figures, &c., running in a straight line horizontally near the 
bottom, are denominated the exergue. 

The positions of parts of an object, are spoken of in reference to the 
object itself : thus in No. 3, the eagle holds arrows in his dexter or right 
daw, and an olive branch in his sinister or left claw. 

n. Explanation of tiie Wa]ni In which the Weights of the 
Coins are Expressed. 

The weights of the genuine coins will be found expressed in reference 
to three dififerent standards ; dollars, grains and grammes. 

1st. The Dollar of the United States as at present coined, (Vide No. 6,) 
is assumed as unity or 1, and any specific weight is decimally expressed, 
thus affording a direct and rational comparison of weight with our standard 
Dollar. By using a pair of common apothecary scales, and counterbalan- 
cing the coin with our dollars, dimes and half dimes, coined since 1838, a 
fiur approximation towards the weight can, by any person, be made. Or 
in the absence of scales the following plan will answer : — Make a light rule 
of wood, say 8 inches long, 1 inch broad, and | of an inch thick: balance 
it across the middle on the edge of a knife, and mark the centre of gravity : 
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PRELIMINARY REMARKS. 


measure each way from the centre, say 3 3 inches, and mark the distance 
transversely across the rule. Lay the coin to be weighed centrally on one 
of these transverse marks, and add unworn American silver coins to coun- 
terbalance the same, in like manner to the other mark. For convenience, 
each end of the rule may rest on a block, so that a knife edge may be 
passed beneath the central line for poising. For weights smaller than 
$0,050, the half dime, or its equivalent weight in wire, may be subdivided 
into 5 equal parts, each equal to $0,010. 

The standard American Dollar alluded to, weighs very nearly, if not 
worn, 412.5 grains, or 26.72 French grammes. In respect to counterfeits, 
I have stated the weight in the Dollar as an integer, without expressing the 
equivalency in grains and grammes. 

The Dollar mark, when intended to imply weight, has a small affixed 
to it, thus : 9^, 

nL Explanation of the Manner in which the Values of 
the Coins are Expressed. 

The Dollar of the United States, assumed as the standard, weighing 
412.5 grains, and containing 900 parts fine silver in 1000 parts, speaks for 
itself. 

The English sovereign, of full legal weight (1231 ^s.) and fineness, 
(91 6| — lOOOths), would be worth in American (U. S.) gold, between 
$4.86 and $4.87. 

Gold is the legal tender in England for large amounts, and the chief ma^ 
terial of hard money there. Twenty shillings of account make a sove- 
reign or pound. The value of the Dollar expressed in these shillings of 
account would be near 4.1084^. or in shillings and pence and decimals of 
pence, 45. \,^d. 

These shillings and pence, it must be borne in mind, refer to the legal 
sovereign or pound of twenty shillings of account, not to the actual shil- 
lings, &c., coined in the British Mint. The shilling of account is w orth 
24^ cts. of American (U. S.) silver, while the Victoria silver shilling is 
worth only 2 If ct8.,= 10.7i. making a difference of almost 11 per cent. 

In point of fact, the gold of the English sovereign is only 91 5 J 
— lOOOths fine, and its real value is, therefore, near $4.85 when of full 
weight 

I have thought it advisable to express the value of the genuine coins in 
Ist, Dollars of the United States, and decimals. 2d, English shillings of 
account, pence and decimals of a penny, and 3d, in French francs and 
decimals or centimes, assuming the silver franc to be of full legal weight 
and fineness, and worth in our money, $0,187. 

IV. Dies Used in Coining. 

The only material possessing conjointly sufficient hardness, strength and 
tenacity, to impress any design successively upon a great number of pieces 
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of gold or silver, is hardened steel. The design, in the first place, must 
have been either engraved in the steel, or communicated to it by impression 
from another previously engraved piece of steel, the latter hardened, the 
former, the receiving steel at the time, in an annealed or softened condition. 

It is no small labor to engrave a steel die de novo, in a finished style, 
and with a complicated design ; and it is perhaps unattainable by art to 
counterfeit perfectly, or in other words, to produce by engraving in steel, 
an exact fac-simile of such a die. Hence the security of well made dies, 
properly guarded, against the production of spurious money. 

The following, at the present day, is the most approved method of pre- 
paring dies for coinage : — The artist, in the first place, engraves many of 
the objects to be represented on the coin upon distinct steel punches, such 
as the bust, figures, letters, and items that are repeated in the legend, coat 
of arms, &c. With these he proceeds to make female dies, similar to 
those used in coining, finishing the same, and adding thereto by engraving: 
a work altogether that for a single pair of dies, sometimes occupies many 
months. When completed, the steel is hardened, and thus is made a pair 
of original dies. The impressions are then communicated by great pres- 
sure, careful annealing, pressure again, the pressing and annealing being suc- 
cessively many times repeated, until the whole designs are perfectly transfer- 
red, resembling in steel the coins to be formed. Thus a pair of king dies 
is produced. Several pairs of king dies are thus formed, where an exten- 
sive coinage is contemplated. The letters and figures in relief are next 
ground over and polished ; then the king dies are hardened, after which, in 
turn they are used precisely as described in reference to their own produc- 
tion, to form female or working dies to be used in stamping gold or silver. 
The impression in the female dies having been made perfect, a steel punch 
is used to add probably the last figure of the date, and another punch per- 
haps for a mint mark. The whole surface of the female dies is then 
ground very slightly convex and polished; after which they are hardened 
and again polished. 

It may be inferred from their coins for the last forty years, that the 
French and English pursue the foregoing plan or others equally sys- 
tematic. Those coins are very rarely counterfeited. The mint of the 
United States has also pursued a like regular system in the production of 
dies since the year 1836, although there have occasionally been changes in 
the original dies. It is hence easy to detect any counterfeits of the coins 
dated since. Previous to that date the dies were much more irregularly 
produced, and as a consequence many counterfeits, especially of the Half 
Dollar, have been made and put in circulation, which the ordinary observer 
cannot well distingush from those which are good. 

The coins of Mexico are particularly obnoxious lo this fault. There 
are seven Mexican mints, each of which uses differently made dies; and 
in the same mint the dies seem to have often been arbitrarily changed. 
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Their working dies seem to be made directly from steel punches, for while 
among many coins many similar items can be identified, their relative 
position varies somewhat. Perhaps no coin has ever been more extensive- 
ly and variously counterfeited, during the same length of time, than the 
Mexican Dollar. This could not have been done, had similarity and regu- 
larity prevailed in the dies with which they have been stamped. 

The dies used in stamping the coins of the United States at the present 
time, though very fair, might yet be materially improved, so as to give ad- 
ditional security against a spurious circulation. The very highest order 
of the die sinking art, should be put in requisition for the production of a 
series of original dies, which should be adhered to for a long and definite 
term of years ; when, if desirable, they might give place to another series 
of dies equally elaborate and perfect The strictest uniformity should also 
be maintained in respect to the diameter, thickness, and finish of the coins. 

V. Counterfeit Coins. 

Most counterfeit coins will be found to belong to one of the two follow- 
ing classes: Ist Those which have been produced by impressions with 
steel dies. 2nd, Those which have been formed in moulds of plaster, 
lead, type metal or fusible metal, either by casting, or by the deposition of 
metal under the influence of galvanism. 

1st. Those that are coined by means of dies. 

Except in a few rare instances where the authentic dies have been stolen, 
these coins can be detected by comparison with the genuine coin, or a fac 
simile print thereof, as given in this work. The material commonly used 
is a debased alloy of silver or gold ; silver being combined with an undue 
proportion of copper, to which is sometimes added zinc, tin, nickel, &c., 
to improve the color. In cases where the alloy is copper and silver, a good 
color externally is given to the coin by scrubbing it in aqua ammonia, or 
boiling it in diluted sulphuric acid, or some other pickling menstruum,which 
dissolves away the copper and leaves the fine silver. In this way, coun- 
terfeits of good appearance are made, which are sonorous, like the genuine 
coin. They usually range in composition from 150 — lOOOths to 750 — 
lOOOths of fine silver ,while genuine Dollar silver has a fineness not far from 
900 — lOOOths. Many of these counterfeits may be detected by cutting or 
rubbing, as the copper thereby becomes apparent. The energetic action of 
nitric acid when applied, affords also instructive indications. But the va- 
rieties more rich in silver are not thus to be easily distinguished. A careful 
comparison of stamps is then to be chiefly relied upon. If these false 
coins are not too bulky, (too large in thickness or diameter,) they are 
necessarily too light ; for silver has a higher specific gravity than copper, 
and the more coppery an alloy of the two metals is made, the lighter does 
it become. According to Eckfeldt and Dubois, (Manual of Coins and 
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Bullion, page 186,) fine or pure silver hammered has a density compared 
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Hence, by obtaining the specific gravity of a sonorous silver coin, (di- 
rections for doing which may be found in all treatises upon chemistry 
and natural philosophy,) we may conjecture pretty closely as to the 
proportion of silver it contains. 

The following is a ready and convenient mode of making the density 
of a Dollar contribute information. Make an upright vessel from the best 
French plate glass, near three inches high, three inches wide, and rather 
thicker than the thickest Dollar : the side plates being kept asunder by the 
interposition of sufficiently thick plate glass, forming the ends. The ves- 
sel must then be carefully and minutely graduated as a measure of capaci- 
ty ,after inserting into it a plunger about an inch wide,which is elevated and 
depressed by a thumb-screw. Have on hand a pair of apothecary’s 
scales and sundry late silver coins of the United States, 900 — lOOOths fine. 
Wash the Dollar to be tried in soap suds, and wiping it dry, counterbal- 
ance it by the standard silver. Then successively measure the bulk of the 
standard silver and the Dollar, in the apparatus before described, by ob- 
serving how far each causes the ascent of water placed therein. 

If the Dollar be a ringing counterfeit, containing silver and copper, it will 
measure more than its own weight of standard silver. The apparatus once 
in order, a Dollar can be tried in half the time required for reading this ac- 
count of it. 

The method of ascertaining the precise amount of precious metal con- 
tained in a coin, is by passing a part of it through the chemical process of 
assaying, to give a full account of which, would be foreign to the design 
of this work. It is proper to say, however, that a rude, yet satisfactory 
assay of silver may thus be made. Wrap, say three grains of the metal to 
be assayed for silver, in ten or twelve grains of sheet lead, which lay upon 
a piece of burnt bone, mica, or earthenware, and play upon it the fiame of 
a mouth blow-pipe, until there is nothing left but a globule of pure precious 
metal. This globule cooled and weighed, will give a fair approximation 
to the proportion of pure silver present. 

2d. Spurious Coins made in moulds of plaster^ leadj type or fusible metal. 

Coins thus made are usually perfect fac-similes of the genuine coins from 
which they are patterned. The following seems to be one of the villanooi 
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plans frequently put in execution. A complete plaster cast is taken from 
a coin, after the manner in which stereotyping is performed. This is 
moderately baked and adjusted into a mould into which some alloy of 
lead, antimony, tin, zinc, <&.c., analogous to type-metal, is poured in a 
melted state. When cold, the cast is removed, finished up, and sometimes 
nicely silvered over. These alloys are too soft, and usually too light, and 
cannot be made to ring like the genuine coins. Hence they are easy to be 
detected. 

Of late years the curious powers of galvanism have been pressed into 
the service of counterfeiters. It is probable they first compress the coin 
into lead, or semifluid fusible metal, to procure accurate types for their 
business. Upon the types thus formed copper is deposited, under the well 
known influence of a galvanic current, adapting itself to the most delicate 
features of the types. When the copper has attained sufficient thickness 
it is removed from the types, finished up, and the two sides brazed or sol- 
dered together, so as to imitate the original coins. Afterwards the whole 
is delicately silvered over by the same potent means, galvanism. I have 
seen spurious coins of this sort, that seem to have been deposited in a 
mould all at one operation, as there were no signs of soldering apparent 

The coins of galvanic production are usually much too light A person 
moderately conversant with hard money would instantly perceive the defi- 
ciency in weight by merely handling them. It is true the color might be 
good, and the impression genuine ; but a slight cut or scratch would bring 
to light the copper, and a close inspection, especially with a magnifying 
glass, would reveal the cheat, by presenting the fine and sharp lines and 
comers of the impression rounded, blunted, and perhaps partially oblitera- 
ted, by the deposition thereon of the silver. 
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MONOGRAPH OF THE DOLLAR 


iHEBICM D0LLAB8, OR DOLLARS OF THE UNITED 

STATES 

The coinage of Donara in the United States, riitiially commencing in 
1799, has never been laige. The policy of our government has been to 
tsaue a great preponderance of halves, and the smaller denominations of 
coins, under the impression that they would be less likely to be exported 
from the country. 

Up to, and including, the year 1836, the legal weight of the Dollar was 
416 grains ; its legal fineness, 892yV— 1 OOOths ; its value, expressed accord- 
ing to our present standard, is a small fraction less than a dollar, namely, 
•0 •9999864, the deficiency being between one and two hundredths of a 
niilL By act of Congress, of 18th January, 1837, the present standard of 
weight and fineness, as before set forth, was established. 



No. 1. jDoRar of the Untied Statee. 

Weight, §*1.010=416.02 gTB.=27 grammee, French. 
Fineneee, 802 — lOOOthe. 

VahM, §1.001=4(. fr. 
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DOLLARS OF THE UNITED STATES. 



No. 2. MfoUar of the United Sttatee. 

Weight, $'1,010=416.62 gr8.=27 gmu. 

Fineness, 893— lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $1,002=4*. 1.4i.=6.35 fr. 


S 



No. 3. JDoUar of the United States* 

Weight, $-1,010=416.62 gr8.=27 gnns. 

Fineness, 892— lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $1.001=:4». 1.8<i.=6.34 fr. 





No. 4. MPoUar of the United States, 

Weight, $-1,010=416.62 gr8.=27 gnns. 

Fineness, 892— lOOOths. 

Value, $1,001=4*. 1.3<i.=6.34 fr. 

Only 1000 of these dollan were stamped ; they are, therefore, rarely met with. 
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DOLLAR OF SIERRA LEONE. 



No. 5. MfoUar of the United States. 

Weight, (*1.000=412.6 gn.=26.72 grms. 

Fineneas, 600 — lOOOths. ' 

Valne, (1.000=4*. \M.=6M fir. 

No eoonter&iti of the United States Dollar, haTe come onder my obserration. 
Coins seem to be coanterfeited just in proportion to the rudeness of their workmanship, 
and their abundance in general circulation. This dollar has never constituted an im- 
portant part of the general pecuniary circulation ; and the workmanship being com- 
paratively good, it has, I imagine, very seldom been spuriously made. 


DOLLAR OF SIERRA LEONE. 

Sierra Leone is a colony, founded by a company under English pro- 
tection, on the western coast of Africa. Neither in weight nor fineness 
does its nominal dollar bear a reasonably close resemblance to the Spanish 
dollar ; the tjrpe of the coins intended to be embraced in this monograph. 



No. e. MtoUar of Sierra I^eone, tSfriea. 

Weight, (*0.990=408.37 gn.=26.45 grms. 

Flnenese, 816 — lOOOths. Bonneville. 

Yahie, (0.900=3*. 8.4(1.=4.8I Tr. 
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SPANISH PENINSULAR DOLLARS. 



No. 7. Spanish Dollar, of Philip MV,, 1691. 

Weight, $’1,010=416.62 grs. =26.99 grms. 

Fineness, 906—1 OOOths. Bonneville. 

Value, $1,016=45. 2.U.=5.42 fr. 



No. 8. S^piMish DoUar, Charles Mil. 

Weight, if not worn, $’1,003=413.73 gT8.=26.80 grms. 
Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt it Dubois. 
Value $1,003=45. 1.5d.=5.36fr. 



No. 0. Spanish DoUar of Ferdinand VMM, 
Weight, $’1,009. At. $’1,004=414 gr8.=20.825 grms. 
Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, $1,001=45. I.3d.=5.36 fir. 
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No. 10. Spanish Jttedai MfcUary of JFerd, W*MM, 

Weight, $*1,000=412.5 gn.=26.72 gmu. 

Finenen, 900 — lOOOths. 

Valne, $1.000=4t. 1.3(1.=5.34 fr. 



No. 11. Spanish Jtfedat MfoUarf Ford. 1/*II, 

Weight, $*1,004=413 g;T8.=26.83 gmu. 

Finenesa, probably 900 — lOOOths. 

Value, $1,004=4*. 1.5J.=5.36 fr. Cabinet of J. M. Kennedy, Eeq, 



No. 12. Spanish Jttedai noUar^ Ferd* VMM* 

Weight, $*1,010=416.6 gr8.=26 98 gniia. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 1 

Value, $1,010=4*. 1.8i.=5.30 fr. Cabinet of J. M. Kennedy, Eh- 
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No. 13. S^nish. Plate Mfottar, Perdinand VMM, 

Weight, #*'1.009=416.21 grs.=26.06 grme. 

Fineness, 808 — lOOOths. 1 

V«lue, $1.006=4s. 1.6J.=6.37 fr. CshiiMt of the U. S. Mint, et PhO. 



No. 14. Spanish Plate PoUary Perdinand VMM, 

Weight, #'*1.009=416.21 gr8.=26.96 gnns. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. T 

Value, #1.006=4*. 1.6<1.=5.37 fr. Cabinet of the U. S. Mint, PhiL 


No. 15. Spanish PolMary Barcelona. 
Weight, #"1.001. Av. #'0.980 =404 gr8.=26.175 grms. 
Fineness, 896— ^lOOOths. 

Value, ay. #0.075= 4s. =5.21 fr. 
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No. 10. Spanish JDoUar of Ferdinand fffJT. 

Weight, 9*1.004=414 gr8.=26.825 gmui. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, 91.001=45. 1.3i.=5.35 fr. 



No. 17. Spanish FPoUar ofFoseph JiTapoleon^ 1812. 

Weight, 9*1.012, av. 9*1.006=415 gr8.=26.89 gnns. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Eckf. d^Dubois. 

Value, 91.006=45. 1.6i.=5.37 fr. 



No. 18. Spanish MfoUar of Ferdinand. 

Weight, 9*1.000, ay. 9*1.003=414 grs.=26.825 gnns. 
Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Value, 91.003=45. 1.5(j.=5.36 fr. 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by ^ooQle 



SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 10. Spani»h JDcUarf of MsaJbeUa MI, 

Weight, $''1,010=416.62 gr8.=26.60 gnna. 

Fineness, 000 — lOOOths. 

Vslue, $1.010=4f. 1.8<i=5.30 fir. 


SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 

These Dollars, embodpng most of the vast amounts of sOver for- 
merly produced from the mines of Mexico and South America, are known 
in every region of the earth, where money is valued. Hence, the Spanish 
Dollar may be regarded almost as a universal unit, or integer of money. 
It is fortunate that our Dollar of the United States, approaches it in quality, 
weight and value so nearly. 

In the present day, the Mexican and South American Dollars, are for 
obvious reasons, taking its place. 



No. 20. Spanish Jimeriean Cob JDaUar. . 

Weight, $^1,010=416.62 gr8.=26.00 grms. 

Fineness, 903 — lOOOths. 

Value, $.1013=41. 1.9d=6.47 fr. 
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No. 21. Spanish \Mmeritan Cob Mtottar, 

Weight, $”0,990=408.37 gT8.=2e.45 gnne. 

Fineness, 903 — lOOOths. 

Value, $0,993=4*. 0.9i.=5.30 fr. 



No, 22. Spanish •SmerMlobe noUar of Charles EMM. 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, $"1,015, av. $'0,996=411 grs.=26.628grnis. 

Fmeness, 910— lOOOths. Value, a?. $1,008=4*. 1.84 =6.38 k. 



No. 23. finish Jtmer. Piilar MPottar, Charles Mil. 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, $'1,012, ay. $"1,010=416.62 grs.=27 gnns. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt& Dubois. 

Value, $1,007=4*. 1.74.=5.38 fr. 

Tbsas eoiiu ate generally wain, and hence weigh leas than above stated. 


Digitized by 


Google 




Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by 



SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 24. Spanish tMmeriean MtoUar of Charles IW\ 

Mint of Mexico. Impressed with Chinese characters. 

Weight, $’'0999*, av. wt $”1,001=413 grs.=20.75 grma. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, $0,998=45. 0.7(/.=5.29 fr. 



No. 25. Spanish *tt.merican MtoUar of Charles Xf*. 

Mint of Mexico. 


Weight, $”0,999, av. $”1.001.=413 grs.=26.75 grms. 
Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, $0,998=45. 0.7ri.=5.29 f.. 



No. 26. Spanish •American JDollar, Werd, VII, 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, $”1.010.=416.62 grs.=26.99 grms. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt Dubois. 

Value, $1,007=45. 1.7d.=5.38fr. 

The worn coins of this stamp weigh less than above stated. 
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No. 27. Spanish •Mmeriean MfoUar^ Ferd, VII. 

Mint of Lima, Peru. 

Weight, •'1.010=416.62 grs.=26.99 grms. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt ti Dubois. 

Vslue, •l.007=4s. 1.7d.=5.38 fr. 



No. 28. Spanish American JDoHar, Ferd. VMF 

Mint of Lima, Peru. 

Weight, 8*1.010=416.62 grs.=26.99 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Value. 81.010=44. 1.8d=5.39 fr. 



No. 29. Spanish MfoUar^ restamped in Fnftand* 

Weight, 8*1.000 — 412.60 grs.=26.72 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Value, •1.000=:4i. 1.3i.=5.34 fir. 
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VARGAS, MORELOS, HAMMERED AND HISPA- 
NO-MEXICAN DOLLARS. 

The coins which follow, were manufactured within the territory of Mex- 
ico, from the year 1810 to 1822, during the period of the Revolutionary 
War with Spain, which resulted in the Independence of Mexico. Most 
of them are very rudely made, and most of them bear the royal effigy, arms, 
or Legend of Ferd. VII., though necessarily made without his authority. 

Those Dollars which I have designated Hispano-Mexican, the Hammered, 
and also the Vargas Dollars, are still very abundant in this part of the 
worid, (New Orleans,) being usually admixed to the extent of 4 or 6 per 
cent in all large lots of Mexican Dollars. About $50,000 of them per an- 
num, arrive at the New Orleans mint for re-coinage. 



No- 30- Rude and Unique JffeTdcan MfoUar» 

Weight $’'0,840=346.50 grs. =22.45 grms. 

Fineness, near 000 — lOOOths. (?) 

Value $0,840=35. 5.4<^.=4.49 fr 

— Obverse, An arch of masonry sustaining the prickly pear, upon which stands 
a crowned eagle or owl. Legend, Ferdinand dei gratia 1811. Inscription, 8. R. Revent, 
A hand holding a bow and arrow, a quiver, spear and hunting bag. Legend, ProviaU 
snal por la Suprema junta de America. Edged after the style of Spanish DoUazs, 



No. 31. JtteTcican JHareloe MfoUar^ 1813. 

Weight, $”0,990=406.37 grs.=26.45 grms. 

Fineness, 880— lOOOths. Eckfeldt Dubois. 

Value, $0,968=35. 11.7<2.=5.17 fr. Cabinet of PhUadelphia U. S. Mint 
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No. 32. JtKexican Hammered Hollar, Gen. Vargas, 
Somhrerete, 1812. 

Weight, •'0,980=404.25 grs.=26.19 grms. 

Fineness,^ 883 — lOOOtbs, average. H o r t . 

Value, «0.963=3*. 11.4i.=5.l4 fr. 



No. 33. Jflexican Hammered Hollar, Zacatecas, 

1811, (a.) 

Weight, •"0.980=404.25 grs.=26.19 grins. 

Fineness, 876 — lOOOths, average. 

Value, •0.952=3*. 10.9(i.=6.09 fr. 

TKeie dollars vary from 530 to 996— lOOOtbs, in fineness. H o r t . 



No. 34. Jflexican Hammered Hollar, Zacatecas, 

1811, (b.) 

Weight, •'1.020=420.76 gTS.=27.26 gnns. 

Fineness, 876 — lOOOths. Value, •0.991=4*. 0.6(f.=6.20 fr. 
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MEXICAN HAMMERED DOLLARS. 



No. 35. Jflexieau Sand Mfoltar, moulded in sated 
from a Spanish Mfoliar, 1811. 

Weight, •'0.990=408.37 grs.=86.45 grms. 

Fineness, 916 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, •l.007=4t. 1.6i.=5.37fr. 
This assay was made by Dr. Hort iiom ten Sand Dollars melted together. 



No. 36. Jttexiean Sand ttoUar^ moulded from a 
Spanish MfoUar. Charles JF*., 1808. 

Weight, •'0.830. 

Fineness, near 916 — lOOOths. Value, 80.844. 

Rare. The Sand Dollars nsuolly bear Ferdinand VII. 1811 or 1813, in the legend. 



No. 37. J^exican Hammered JDoUar* 

Weight, •'0.980=404 gr8.=26.I9 grms. 

Fineness, 880— lOOOtha Value, 80.058=31. 1 1.2i.=6 12 ft. 
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MEXICAN HAMMERED DOLLARS. 



No. 38. JfteTcican Hammered HoUar. 

Weight, •’'0.970=400.12 grs.=25.92 grms. 

Fineness, 880 — lOOOths. 

Value, •0.948=34. 10. 7i. =5.06 fr. 



No. 39. Hexican Hammered HoUar, 

Weight, •’'0.970.=400 grs.=26.92 grms. 

Fineness, 880 — lOOOths. 

Value, •0.94S=3s. 10.7d.=6.06 fr. 



No. 40. Hexican Hammered Hollar. 

Weight, •'0.980=404.25 gr8.=26.10 grms. 

Fineness, 880 — lOOOths. 

Value, •0.058=34. 11.2<f.=5.12 fr. 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by ^ooQle 



MEXICAN HAMMERED DOLLARS. 



No. 41. JtlexicaH Hammered JDoUar, mude in the 
time of the JtfeTciean Hevolution. 

Weight, #'1.010=416.6 gr8.=26.98 gnns. 

Fineness, 880 — lOOOths. 

Value, #0.987=4s. 0.7<f.=6.28 fr. 



No. 42. Hexican Hammered HoUar 

Mint of Zacatecu. 

Weight, #'1.000=412.60 gr8.=26.72 grms. 

Fineness, 890 — lOOOths. 

Value, #0.990=4s. 0.8i.=5.29 fr. 



No. 43. Hispano~Jirexican HoUar, 

Weight, #'0.980=404=26 grs.=26.19 grms. 
Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, #0.977=4s.=6.21 fr. 
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COUNTERFEIT SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 44. HitpatM^JnexUan MfoOar. 

Min t of 

Weight, 9^1.00(^=415^60 gra.=526i72 gnns. 

Fineness, 900. — lOOOths. 
yaliie,91.000b=4f. 1.3i.=^.34 fr. 


COUNTERFEIT SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS, 
CHARLES m. 



No. 45. ^panisJI Jlmeriean Ct. noUar, CharU* 
.MMI. JKexieOf 1778 

Weight, tni gOO. 

Fineneas, near 230 — lOOOths. 

Value, 80.230. 
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COUNTERFEIT SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 



Jfo. 40. Spanish •Mmeriean Ct. Charles III, 


Jflexico. 1781. 

Weight, 8-0.900. ’ 

Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, 80.360. 



No. 47. SpanMs •Imeriean, how Standard, 
Charles III. Jflexico, 1783. 

Weigh^ 8-0.870. 

Fiieness, near 460 — lOOOths. Value, 80.435. 



No. 48. Spanish •Umeriean Ct., Charles III. 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, 8-0.000. Fineness, 6 — lOOOths. Hurt. Value, 80.'006. 
Cojp^ lUvend over. 
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COUNTERFEIT SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS, 
CHARLES IV. 


In reference to Nos. 69 to 64, inclusive, bearing date from 1811 to 
1824, it may be remarked, that no genuine Dollar of Charles (Carolus, 
Latin,) IV. is dated later than 1808. 



No. 40. Spanish JMmeriean Ct.y Charles Jf*. 
Mexico, 1787. 

Weight, 8*0.900. 

Fineness, near 380 — lOOOths. 

Value, 80.4ia 



No. 50. Sfpanish •ttmeriean Ct., Charles H*., 
Mexico, 1780. 

Weight, 8*1.000. 

Fineness, 16 — lOOOlhs. i 

Value, 80.016. 

Copper, silvered over. 
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COUNTRRFEIT SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 


No. 61. Span, •imeriean DoUarj Mjou> Standard 
Charles JT*. JlfexieOy 1800. 

Weight, 81-1.010, 

Fineness, 364— lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, 80.397. 


No. 52. Spanish American Ct.f Charles If*. 
JttexieOf 1801. (a.) 

Weight, 8-0.960. 

Fineness, 317 — lOOOtha H o r t . 

Value, M.3^ 


No. 53. SpanishAmeriean Ct., Charles IW\ 1801. (h.) 

Weight, •’'0.960. 

Fineness, 226— lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $0,240. 
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No. 54. Spatti»h Jimeriean Ci.j CharUg IW\ 
Mexico^ 1802. 

Weight, n.OSO. 

Fineness, near 264 — lOOOths. Value, i0.802. 



No. 55. Spanish tSmeriean Ct.) Charles Jf*. 
•Nexico, 1805, (a.) 

Weight, r0.940. 

Fineness, near 270 — lOOOths. Value, 80.282. 



No. 56. Span. Jimeritan MPollar, Mtovp Standard) 

Charles IV. Jtlexiro, 1805, (b.) 

Weight, f’O.OSO. m 

Fineness, near 600 — lOOOths. Value, 80.527. 
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COUNTERFEIT SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 




No. 57. Span, •ttmeriean M^nnar^ Ijow Standard^ 
Chartes IV. 1808. (a.) 

Weight, ♦’'0.990. 

Fineness, near 450— lOOOths. 

Value, ♦0.486. 


No. 58. Spanish American nottar. Ijow Stand" 
ard, Charles TV, Jtlexieo. 1808. (b.) 
Weigh^ ♦■'1.000 > v / 

Fineness, near 600 — lOOOths. 

Value, 80.666. 


No. 59. S^^nish Jimeriean Ct., Charles IV. 
•WexieOf 1811. 

Weight, ♦’'0.860. 

Fineness, near 670— lOOOths. Value 80.640. 


Digitized by ^ooQle 






COUNTERFEIT SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 


No. ftO. Spanish Jlmeriean Cf., Charles IW*. Jttex^ 

ico, 1813. 

Weight, •''0050. 

Fineness, near 330 — lOOOths. 

Value, •0.348. 


No. 01. Spanish •American Ct.^ Charles IT*. 
Jffexico. 1818. (a.) 

Weight, •’'0.870. 

Fineness, 200— lOOOihs. H o r t . Value, 00.103. 


No. 02. Spanish American Ct.f Charles IV, 
JHexieo, 1818. (b.) 

Weight, •.*0.080. 

Fineness, near 450— lOOOths. Value, 00.400. 
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COUNTERFEIT SPANISH AMERICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 63. Spanish •Mmeriean Ct,. Charles JT*. 
Mexico^ 1822. 

Weight, •’'1.060. 

Fineness, near 280 — lOOOths. 

Value, •0.329. 



No. 64. Spanish tSmeriean IPoUar. Ct., Charles JTf*. 
Jftexieo, 1824. 

Weight, •*'0.960. 

Fineness, 312 — lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, 00.332. 


LOW STANDABD AND COUNTERFEIT H AMM ER ED 
DOLLARS, AND LOW STANDARD AND COUN- 
TERFEIT HISPANO-MEXICAN DOLLARS, OF 
FERDINAND VII. 

Nos. 65 to 79, inclnslye. 

Many of these coins were doubtless made by the same hands that pro- 
duced the better sorts of hammered Dollars. They were carelessly, and, 
perhaps, fraudulently made, containing much more silver in some instances 
than ordinary counterfeits. 

Some of them, it is obvious, are base and intentional counterfeits. 


Digitized by ^ooQle 




No. 65. JttexUan Hammered Hollar ^ Mtow Stand- 
ard, Zacatecas, 1811. (c.) 

Weight, 8-0.830. 

Fineness, 630-^1000ths. Hort. Value, 80.482. [Vide, No. 33.] 



No. 66. Jtlexican Hammered Hollar , How Stand- 
ard, Zacatecas^ 1811. (d.) 

Weight, 8-0.050. Fineness, near 540 — lOOOths. 

Value, 80.570. [Vide No. 33.] 



No. 67. Hammered Hollar ^ Counterfeit, 

Weight, 8-0.960. Fineness, 175— lOOOths Value, 80. IM. 
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COUNTERFEIT HI8PANO-MEXICAN DOLLARa 



No. 68. Hammered HoUarf £otr Stand., JtMexUo, 
Weight, •’O.OIO. 

Fineness, near 400 — lOOOths. Value, 80.650. 



No. 69. Hammered HeUar, £otr Stand., Mexiem, 
Weight, i'O.OTO. 

Fineness, near 460 — lOOOths. Value, 80.486. 



No. 70. Higpano^JIteaeiean Ct., JVexieo. 

Weight, 8"0.880. 

Fineness, near 390 — lOOOtha Value, 80.381. 
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No. 71. BispaHO-JItexiean, JDotr Stand, j Jtlexico. 

Weight, $’'0,960. Fineness, near 600 — lOOOths. Value, $0,751. 



No. 72. Bi^pano^Mexicanf Caunterfettf Jtlexico, 

Appean aa if cast 

Weight, $*0,890. Fineness, near 200 — lOOOths. Value, $0,197. 



No. 73. Bispano^JUexicanf MjOW Standard, Zom 

catecas. 

Weight, $”0,800. Fineness, near 700 — lOOOths. Value, $06021 
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No. 74. Hispauth-Jnexiean CcunterfeU, 

Weight, 4-1.000. 

Fineness, near 660 — lOOOths. 

Valne, 40.622. 



No. 75. BispaMo-jneaeiean Ct. Xaeateeas. 

Weight, 4-0.950. Fineness, near 600 — lOOOths. Value, 40.633. 



No. 76. n-apanth-Jftexiean Ct. Mexico. 

Weight, 4-0.940. Fineness, near 260— lOOOths. Value, 40.261. 
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No. 77. BR»pano^Jtleseiean Ci. IPoUarf Xaeateeagf 

1821. 

Weight, 8*0.930. Fineness, 312— lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.322. 



No. 78. Btsp.^Jttexican MfoUar, MjOW Standard^ 
Ctuanaxuato, 1822. 

Weight, 8*0.940. Fineness, 677 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.707. 



No. 79. Bispano^tWexieau Ct.f Xaeatecas, 

Weight, 8*0.990. Fineness, near 285— lOOOths. Value, 80.313: 
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BBAZILIAN DOLLABS, 

Nos. 80 to 80. 


The Brazilian Dollars, previous to 1833, were evidently made by re* 
stamping current Spanish American Dollars, with the national arms and 
devices of Portugal and Brazil. The Spanish crown, pillars, legend, dec., 
may generally be faintly seen, not having been completely erased by the 
process of annealing and stamping. 

This cheap mode of getting up a national coinage, had its evils, since it 
is apparent that counterfeit Spanish Dollars have thus often been rostamped. 



No. 80. Spanish MPoUar re^siamped in Brazii. 

Weight, $''1,006=414 grs.=^.88 grms. 

Finenei^ 900 — lOOOtha 
Value, $1.006=4<. 1.6d.=5.36 & 



No. 81. Spanish BMar re^stamped in Braxih 

Weight, $''1,007=416.38 gra=26.90 grms. 

Finenett, 000 — lOOOths, 

Value, $1,007=41. 1.7d.=6.38 fir. 
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BRAZlUAN DOLLARa 



No. 82. Spanish MPoUar, Ct.^ impressed with the 
genuine BraxUian stamp. 

Weight, 8*0.946=389.75 gr8.=25.26 grmA 

Fineness, near 200— lOOOths. Value, 80,210=0*. 10.8i.= 1.12 fr. 



No. 83. Spanish MPottary marked bp BraxUian 

Stamps, 

Weight, 8*1.001=413 gis.=26.76 grms. 

Fineness, 868— lOOOths. Value, 80.908=4*; 0.7i.=5.20 fr. 



No. 84. Spanish BoUar^ re-namped in BraxU, 

CoDfideimbl j worn. 

Weight, 8*0.940=387.75 gTS.=26.12 grma 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. Value, 80.940=3*. laSdsfrOS fr. 
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BRAZILIAN DOLLARa 



No. 85. Spanish MPollar restamped in BraxiM, 

Weight, •’1.007=416,38 gr8.=26.90 graw. 

Fineness, 000 — lOOOths. 

Value, •1.007=4*.1.7<1.=5.38 fir. 



No. 86. Counterfeit Spanish Bollar, impressed 
with the Genuine Brazilian stamp. 

Weight, •’O.Oa Fineness, near 630— lOOOths. Value, •0.661. 



No. 87. Piece of 960 Beis. Brazil, Spanish 
„ . . ^ Bollar restamped. 

Weight, •’1.000=412.50 grs=26.72 grins. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. 

Value, •1.000=4r. 1.3<2.=6.34fr 
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DOLLARS OF THE SOUTH AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 



No. 88. Brazil, Spanish Boliar restamped. 
Piece of 960 BHs 

Weight, 8''1.000.=412.50 gn.s26.72 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Table, 81.000=4s. 1.3<2.=:5.34 fr. 



No. 80. Brazilian BoUar. 1200 Beis. 

Weight, 8''1.000.=412.50 gTS.=26.72 grms. 

Fineness, 801 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 
Value, $0.090=4«. 0.8<2.=6.29 fr. 


DOLLARS OF THE SOUTH AMERICAN 
REPUBLICS. 

While the region now embraced in the various South American Repub- 
lics was dependent on Spain, the silver, produced and coined, bore the 
impress of the pillars and royal bust, of the coinage of Spanish America. 
The republican money which succeeded, was intended to maintain the 
same standards of weight and fineness. But, really, in these respects, some 
Tery great irregularities have been found to prevail 
6 
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PERUVIAN DOLLARS. 



No. 90, Peruvian tfoUar. 

Mint of Lima. 

Weight, $*1,010=416.62 gr8.=27 grins. 

Fineness, 901 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 
Value, $1.011=4s. 1.8d.=5.39fr. 



No. 91. Peruvian Pollar, Peatampted bp the 

Pt^aiiete. 

Mint of Lima. 


Weight, value, and fineness, like No. 90. 



No. 92. Peruvian PoUar, 

Mint of Cuzco. 

Weight, $*1,010=416.62 gr8.=27 grms. 
Fineness, 901 — lOOOths. 

Value, $1,01 1=4<. 1.8d.=5.a9 fr. 
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PERUVIAN DOLLARR 





No. 03. Peruvian PoUar. 

Mint of Lima. 

Weight, $''0:900=406.37 grs.=a6.46 gnns. 

Fineaess, QOl—lOOOths. Value, 00.991. =4*. 0.8d=6.29 fr. 


Nb. 05. Peruvian PoUar, 

Mint of Lima. 

Weight, 00'.990=408 l 37 gr8.=26.46 grras. 
Fineness, 901 — lOOOths. 

Talne, $0.091=4f. 0.8<i=&29 fir. 


No. 04. Pehased Peruvian PeUar, 

Mint of Lima. 

Weight, 8’^0.980=404.25 m.=r26.19 grms. 

Finenes^ near 610 — lOOOtns. Value, 80.556=2<. 3.4i.=2.97 fir: 
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PERUVIAN DOLLARa 



No. 06. Peruvian Itottar, 

Mint of Cuzco. 


Weight, $M.010z=416.62 gr8.=27 gnns. 

Fmenees, 901— lOOOths. Value, $1.01 1=4». 1.8i.=6.39 fr. 



No. 97. Peruvian Pottar. 

Weight, $'1,012=417.62 gr8.=27.06 gnns. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. Value $1,012=45. 1.0<^6.41 fr. 



No. 08. Debased Peruvian PoUar, 

Mint of Lima. 

Weiglil, $''0,970=400.12 gr8.=26.92 grma. 

Fineness, 510 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0,550=2^. 3.1 J.=2.94 fir. 
A dmilar Dollar oboenred of date 1829. 
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PERDTIAN DOLLARa 



**<>• Peruvian PcUar, 

Mint of Como, 1837. 

Weight, •’1.003=413.73 gra. =26.80 gnas. 
Fineness, 904 — lOOOths. 

Value, •1.007»4a 1.6<i=6.37fr. 



No. 100. PehaeeA Peruvian Pottar* 

Mint of Cuzco. 

Weight, •^>.830=34237 grs.=22.18 grs. 

Fineness, SlO^lOOOtha H o r t . 

Value, ^.470=U 11.1<1.=261 fir. 



No. 101. Peruvian Pollar, 

Mint of Cuzco, 1838. 

Weight, •''1.000=414gTS.=26.82 grma 

Fineness, 904— lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 

Value, f 1.007s:4«. 1.6<1.=6.37 fr. 
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PERUVIAN DOLLARS. 



No. 102. jyarih Peruvian MfoUar. 

Weight, •^.012=417.62 grs.=27.06 grms. 

Finenee^ 000 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, •1.012.=4«. 1.0i.=5.41 fir: 



No. 103, Mfebased Peruvian PoUar. JiTarthPerUj 

1838. 

With the Central American small stamp affixed, li^t of Lima. 

Weight, •’'1.010=416.62 gTS.=27 grms. 

Fineness, near 540 — lOOOths. Value, •0.606=25. 6.0i.=324 fir. 



No. 104. Peruvian PoUar. 1840. 

Mint of Cuzco. 

Weight, •’'1.004=414.15 grs. =26.82 grms. 

Finenes^ 890— -lOOOths. Value, •1.002=45. 1.4d=5.35 fir. 
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CHILIAN DOLLARS. 
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No. 105. Peruvian Dottar. 1841 

Mint of Utnii^ 

Weight, $'1,010=416.62. gra=27gnn8. 
Fineness, 899— lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dub( 

Value, $1.00a=4*. 1.6<i 5.37 fr. 


o. 106. Peruvian PoUar, 

Mint of Lima. 

Weight, $'1,011=417 gr8.=27.019 grms. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $1.011=4s. 1.8d.=6.30 & 


No. 107. Chilian Dollar, 1817. 

Weight, $*0.990.=408.37 gr8.=26.46 grms. 

Fineness, 007—1000ths. Eckfeldt dc Dubois 
Value, $0.097=4s. l.U=6.33 fr. 
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DOLLAR OF RIO DE LA PLATA. 


No. 109. ChUian M^oOar. 

Weight, •''1.004=414 gTS.=26.82 gnns. 

Fineness, 007 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt Si Dubois. 
Value, •l.011=4s. 1.8d.=6.39 fr. 


No. 108. Chilian netlar. 1833. 

Weight, ••1.00=414 gr8.=26.88 grms. 

Fineness, 907— lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 
Value, •1.011=4s. 1.8d.=6.89 fir. 


No. 110. MPolIar of Mtio de MiaFlaia. 

Weight, ••1.000=412.60 grs =26.72 gnns. 

Fineness, average, 820 — lOOOths (?) 

Value •0.911=3*. 8.9d.=4.86 fir. 
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COLOMBIAN DOLLARS. 



No. 111. MfoUar of the JMrgentine RepvMie» SoHth 

•tmeriea. 

Weight, 9''0.070.s.400 gT8.=S6 g^ms. 

Fineness, 928— lOOOths, Eckfeldt & Dubois. 

Value, 91.000=4s. 1.3<i=5.34 fr. 



No. 112: CotomMan JDoUar. 

Weight, 9't).860.=350.6 grs.=22.71 gnna 

Fineness, 730— lOOOths. Eck. &, Dubois. 736— lOOOtha Hort 
Value, 90.685.-2*. 10.2<i.=3.72 fr., by Hort’s assay. 



No. 113. Colombian IPotlar. 

Weight, 9-1.011=417 grs.=26.99 gms. 

Fineness, 010 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 

Value, 91.022=4*. 2;4d.=6.46 fr. 
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BOLIVIAN DOLLARS. 



No. 114. CeUontbian JOeUar. 

Weight, r0.900=87I gTS.=24 grms. 

Fineness, 680— lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 
Value, $0.680=:2s.9.6i.=6.63 fr. 

BOLIVIAN DOLLARS. 



No. 115. Bolivian BoUar, 

Weight, $”1,010=416.62 gr8.=27 gnus. 

Fineness, 002 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 
Value, $1.012=4s. 1.8d.=5.40 fr. 



No. 116. Bebased Bolivian Bollar, 

Stamp apparently genoine. 

Weight, •'^1.030=424.87 gre. =27.52 grms. 

Fineness, 682— -lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0.780=35. 2.5i.=4.17 fr« 
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DOLLAR OF CENTRAL AMERICA. 



No. 117. tfebased Bolivian Bottar. 

Stamp apparently ^noine. 

Weight, 9'D.980=404 gr8.=26.19 grma. 

Fineness, 682 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, t0.742s=3s. 0.6d.=3.67 fr. 
DolUnof aniilu itamp ud quality bare been obeerred, bearing date, 1834, 1837, 1838. 



No. 118. Boiivian Bottar. 

Weight, •’'1.003=413.73 grs.=26.80 grms. 

Fineness, 007— lOOOtbs. Hurt. Value, •1.010=4<. 1.8<i.=5.40 fr. 


DOLLAR OF CENTRAL AMERICA. 



No. 119. CentrtU •tmeriean Bottar. 

Mint of New Guatemala. 

Weight, •M.008=41B grs.=26.89 grms. 

Fihenees, 096— lOOOths. Eckfeldt d& Dubois. 
Value, •1.001=:4i. 1.3d.=5.34 fr. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARa 



No. 120, CentroM •American MtcUar^ Ct. 

Weight, Fineness, near 5 — lOOOths. Value, •0.005. 

Type from a broken coin. Copper washed with silTer. Coin remarkably thick. 

MEXICAN DOLLARS. 

More than 90 per cent, of the Dollars in general circulation in this coun* 
try, bear the Mexican stamp. This arises from two facts: 1st. There 
is far more silver produced from the mines of Mexico, than from the mines 
of all the world besides : 2d. It is, and has been, the policy of that govern- 
ment, to prevent the export of uncoined bullion, the government deriving a 
large revenue from its coinage, amounting, I have been informed, to 10 per 
cent During the days of Spanish rule, near $23,000,000 in silver were 
annually obtained from the mines ; since the Mexican independence proba- 
bly $15,000,000 would more nearly express the annual amount The 
Mexican Dollar, at the present day, holds the place in the commerce of the 
world, held forty years ago by the famous Spanish American Pillar Dollar. 

The style of workmanship in which they are executed is not of the best, 
and no regular system seems to have been pursued, with a view to render 
the detection of counterfeits easy. 

I have expended an amount of labor, and exercised a degree of patience, 
commensurate I think with the importance of the matter, in seeking out, 
and comparing every accessible variety of impressions, borne by the genu- 
ine Mexican Dollar ; by a contrast with which, counterfeits may generally 
be at once detected. The fac-simile impressions of the same, which fol- 
low, are classified by the mint marks, in the legend, immediately at the left 
hand of the dates— preceding the same. Thus, 

M. — Mint of the City of Mexico. 

E? M? — Apparently the same. 

60 — Apparently the same. 

Z” — Mint of Zacatecas. 

G° — Mint of Guanaxuato. 

D® — Mint of Durango. 

P! — Mint of San Luis Potosi. 

C‘^ — Mint of Chihuahua. 

Gf — Mint of Guadalaxara. 

H® — Mint unknown to roe. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARa 


The letters, usually two, which are on the right hand of the date, follow- 
ing it, are probably the initials of the moneyer or master of the mint 
In comparing coins with the following fac-similes, for the purpose of de- 
tecting counterfeits, the relative importance of the different parts of the im- 
pression ought to be always borne in mind. From comparing many Mexi- 
can coins, it seems pretty certain to me that the eagle, snake, cactus, earth 
and water of the one side, and the liberty cap and rays of the other, have 
generally been impressed into the dies from permanent king dies ; and the 
letters and figures of the legends have afterwards been separately im- 
pressed. In most instances the wreaths which arise from the water and 
ascend in the legend, each side of the cactus, seem also to have belonged 
to the king die. The spines of the cactus seem to have been separately su- 
peradded- Now in performing a large coinage the dies used in stamping 
the silver or gold seldom endure more than ten days active service, when 
they have to be replaced by new ones made as before described, from the 
king dies, etc. Hence there is not always that perfect coincidence, in the 
relative position of the letters, figures, spines, and other parts, which is de- 
sirable. Nevertheless, having prepared types of every essential variety 
diat has fallen under my notice, I trust they will be found adequate to the 
object intended, the ready and easy detection of spurious coins. For 
when a die of any complication is cut in steel dt novo^ it is probably 
beyond the power of human art so well to imitate another die as to pro- 
duce a perfect fac-simile. If the unassisted eye can descry no difference, 
dissimilarities will be made apparent by nice measurements and the mag- 
nifying glass. 


GENITINE MEXICAN DOLLARS OF THE MINT OF 

MmCO. 

Unt Dark, IVL or E*. M! or 6C. 



No. 121. Iturhide ’Dollar. 


Mint of Mexico. This tUmp bean date 1822 or 1823. 
Weight, ••1.010=416.26 grs.=26.998 grms. 

Fineness, 808 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt A Dubois. 

Value, 01.007=4.^. 1.6<i.=6.87 fr. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARSL 



No« 122* MtHThiAt Mfottart 

Mint of Mexieo. 

This stamp bean date 1822 or 1823. 

Weight, •*1.010=416.26 gr8.=26.963 grms. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 
Value, •1.007=4<. 1.6d.=6.37 fr. 

Tea of these coioe taken iodiwriminately weighed SG9.40 grow. 
For coonteifeita see Noe. 183, 184, 183, 186. 



No. 123. JItexiean Jtiedai noUar of Mturhide, 

Weight •*1.030=424.87 grs.=27.52 grins. 

Fineness, near 900 — lOOOths. 

Value, •1.030=4t. 2.8(I.=6.S0 fr. 



No. 124. Book-JV^ek Bottar, 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, •*1.010=41A26 gTS.=26.903 gnus. 
Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, •1.007=4*. 1.6<£=6.37 fr. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No* 125. Miook^JVtcU MhMar* 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, $’'1,010=416.26 grs.=2a903 fr. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, $1.007=4« 1.6<i:=6.37 fr. 

For Coonteifeit., tee Noe. 188, 191, 193, 193. 



No. 126. Book^JYieek MfoUar. 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, $’'1.010=41 6.26 grs.=2a903 grma 
Finene^ 808 — lOOOths. 

Value, $1,007=4*. 1.6<i.=6.37 fr. 

For Connterfeite, see Noe. 188, 191, 193. 193. 



No. 127. pottar, 

Bdint of Mexica 

Weight, $’'1,007=416.38 gr8.=26.90 grma 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOtha 

Value, $1,004=4*. 1.6d:=6.36fr. 

For Coonterftito, lee Noa 187, 189, 190. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 128. Mtunar, 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, n.010=416.26 grs.=26.093 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — 1 OOOths. 

Value, 91.010=45. 1.8<2=6.39 ir. 

Thif fltamp, with little eoeential change, mni through a aeries of twenty yeaia, to the 
ppBient tune, 1846. For CounterfiBits, aee Nos. 194 to incluaiTe. 



No. 120, jDonar. 

Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, $''1,011=417 gr8.=27.019 gmiai 
Finoiess, 900 — lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $1.011=4«. 1.8<1.=6.39 fr. 

Thi. .temp ran. tram 1896 to 1849. Th. Donan of 1896, 1843, 1844, 1646, diAc 
hut littl. fitom it. For Coanterf.it., Me Nor 197 to 911, inelanTr 



No. 130. J$Ollar. MintofMedete 

Weight, $’'1,011=417 gr8.=27.019 gnu. 

FineneaSjOOO— lOOOthfl. Hurt. I^ue, $1.011=4i; 1.8<l=a30 fr. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No> 131. MMUaT* Mint of Moxim. 

Stamp of 1846. For Weight, FineneM aod Valoe, tee ctamp of 1843, No. 199. 



No. 132. Mexican tfoUar, Mini Mark, 

The itamp appears identical with that of the Mint of Mexico. 
Weight, 1=417 grs.=27.019 grms. 

Fineness, 897 — lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, •1.0007=45. 1.6<f.=5.37 fr. 

For Counterfeit, see No. 406. 



No. 133. Mextean MfoOar, Mini Mark, GC. 

Stamp that of the Mint of Mexico. 

Weight, ••l.OOS. 

Fineness, 904 — lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $1,009. g 
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MEXICAN DOLLAB& 


GENUINE HEZICAN DOLLARS. 
Unt of Zacateoaii Bint Hari^ 7S 



No. 134. Jnexiean neUar. 

Mint of Zacatecas. Stamp of 1825. 

Weight, •'0.990=408.37 grs. =26.46 griM. 

Fineness, 890 — lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, •().979=4s. 0.1<I.=6.23 fr. For Counterfeit, see No. 913, 



No. 135. jnexiean JDoUar* 

Mint of Zacatecas. Stamp of 1826, in part. 


Weight, •*'1.000=412.6 grs.=26.72 gnns. 

Fineness, 896 — lOOOths. 

Value, $0,994=45. 1(2. =6.31 fr. For Counterfeit, See No. 214. 



NOo 136. jnexiean BeUar. 

Mint of Zacatecas. Stamp of 1826, (in part,) to 1835, indosive. 

Weight, $*1,004=414.16 grs.=26.83 grms. 

Fineness, 896— lOOOths. Value, $0,998=45. 1 .2(1=6.33 fr. 

Weight and title varying considerably, but the above is a ftir average. For Coua 
lerfirits, see No. 214 to 246, inclusive. 
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JKEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 137. jnexieaH IfoUar, 

Mint of Zacatecai. Stamp of 1836 to 1841, inelniivoi. 

Weight, 9*1.010=416.26 gr8.=26.998 grms. 

Fineaess, 896 — lOOOths., average. Value, $].00&a4i. 1.5iL=6.37 fir. 
For Connterfeita, lee Not. 247 to 270, induaivo. 




No. 138. JBexiean MPeUar. 

Hint of Zaeatac. SUmp of 1843, 1843, 1844, 1846. 

Weight, (’'1.004=414.16 gra.=2a83 gmu. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, (1.003=4*. lAd. =6.36 fr. For Cto., tee No.. 373 to 281, bieliuiT.. 

GENUINE MEXICAN DOiZaRS. 

' Unt.of OnanaznatOi Unt BaA, ck 




No. 139. Hook^Jreek n&Uar. 

Mint of Gtianazuato. Stamp of 1824, 1825. 

Weight, 9*1.010=416.26 grs=26.993 grms. 

Fineness, 809— lOOOtlu. Value, (1.008=4*. 1.7<1.=6.38 fr. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 140. JOexieaH IPoUar. 

Mint of Gnanaxnato. Stamp of 1825, 1826, 1827, 1828, 1829. (a.) 
Weight, $*1.004=:414.15 gr8.=26.83 grms. 

Fineness, 899 — lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $1,002=45. 1.4i.=5.35 fr. 

For GounterfeiU, see Noa. 283 to 285, inclwive. 



No. 141. Jtfexiean MPoUar. 

Mint of Guanaxaato. Stamp of 1828, in put (b.) 
Weight, $’'1.010.=:417 gr8.=27.02 grins. 

Fineness, 894 — 1 OOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $1,008=45. 1.4(2.=8.35 fr. 



No. 142. Jtlexiean MPoUar. 

Mint of Guanaxaato. Stamp of 1829, in part (c.) 
Weight, $*1,000=412.50 gr8.=26.72^gnns. 

Fineness, 893— lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $0,992=45. 0.9(1.=5.30 fr. 
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IfBXICAN DOLLLARa 



No. 143. Jflexiean ttoUar, 

Mint of Gkianaxaato. Stamp of 1835 to 1839. (d.) 

Weight, ♦*1.004=414.15 ^.=26.83 grms. 

Fineness) 890 — lOOOths. H o r t. Value, $1,002=45. 1.4i.=5.35 ir. 



No. 144. JHexican MfoUar. 

Blint of Ghianaxoato. Stamp of 1836. (a.) 

For Weight, Finenen and Value, eee stamp of 1830 to 1843, (c,) No. 146. 
For Couaterfeite, see Nos. 386 to 345 inclosWe. 



No. 145. Jflexiean dollar. 

Mint of Guauaxuata Stamp of 1836. (b.) 

For Weight, Fineness and Value, see stamp of 1^ to 1843. 

(c.) No. 146. 

These dies, stolen perhaps from the mint, seem to have been used in the coinage of 
debased metal. Vide Nos, 334, 334, 335, 345. For Counterfeits, see Noe, 391 to 
345 inclusire 
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MEXICAN DOLLARa 



No. 146. Mexican IPoUar, 

Bfint of Guanaxuato. Stamp of 1830 to 1843. (c.) 

Weight, •’"1.011=417 gr8.=27.02 gnns. 

Fineness, 896— lOOOths, average. Value, $1,006=4^ 1.5i.s:5.87 fr. 
For Coonterfeita, aee Nos. 286 to 345, incloaive. 



No. 147. Mexican DeHlar, 

Mint of Onanazuto. Stamp of 1843, (in pait,) 1844. (a.) 

Weight 6*1*011=417 grs.=27.02 gnns. 

Fineness, near 899— lOOOths. Value, ♦1.010=4i; 1.8<1=6.89 fr. 



No. 148. Mexican MfoUar. 

Mint of Gnanazuato. Stamp of 1844 (b.) 

Weight, $’'1,011=417 grs.=27.02 gnns. 

Fineness, 899— lOOOths. Hort. Value, $1,010=4*. 1.8i:=6.39 fr. 

For Counterfiiit, aee No. 346. 


t 
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KEXICAM DOUiARa 


GENUINE MEXICAN DOLLARS. 
Kbit of Dntaiga ffint Warfc d; 



N^149. HooU-JVeek MfoUar, ■ 

Weight, •’'1.000 =412.50 gT8.=26.726 grms. 
Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Value, •1.000=45. 1.3(1=5.34 fr. 


Mint of Dorango. 



Hook-JYeek DoUar, 

Weight, •’'1.000=412.50 gr8.=26.720 grmB. 
Finene88, 001 — 1000th8. 

Value, •1.001=4«. 1.3(2.=5.34 fr. 


Mint, of Durango. 



BoolC^JM^cIC ItoUiBT* Mint of Duranga 
Weight, •*1.000=41250 gw. =26.726 grms. 

Fmene88, 000— lOOOthe. 

Value, •1.000=48. 1.3<;.=5.34 fr. 
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No. 152. Jtleaeiean DcUar. 

Mint of Durango. Stamp of 1825. (a.) 

Weight, $’'1,000=41^60 grs.=86.726 griM. 
Fineness, 897 — lOOths. H o r t . 

Value, $0.907=4s. 1.2<2. =5.33 fir. 



No. 15d. Jtftxicttm MfoUaTt 

...... .. *®“‘ Dunuigo. Stamp of 1825. fb.l 

Weight, $’'0,980=404.26 gra=26.19 gnns. ' 

Fineness, 897— lOOOtha 

Value, $0.976=44. 0.1<i=5.21 fr. 



No. 154. Mexican MteUar. 

Mint of Durango. Stamp of 1825. (c.) 

Weight, 9''1.000.=41 52.60 gr8.=26.72 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. H o r t Vdue, 91.000=4i. 1.3i.<=5-34 fir. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 155, Jftexican Mfollar. 

Mint of Durango. Stamp of 1826, 1827, 1828. 
Weight, •*'1.011. =417 gr8.=27.02 grins. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Yalne, •1.011=45. 1.8<2.=5.39 fr. 

For Counterfeits, see Nos. 350 to 355, inclusive. 



No. 155. Jnexiean MfoUar. 

Mint of Durango. 1829, in part 

Weight, $'1.007=41 6,38 gr8.=a6.90 grms. 

Fineness, 000 — lOOOths. Value, il.007=4s.l.6i.=6.37 ft. 



No. 157. Jftexiean MhiUar. 

Mint of Durango. Stamp of 1829, 1830, 1831. 

Weight, $’'1,007=415.38 grs=26.90 gnns. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. Value, $1.007=4s. 1.6(i.=5.37 fr. 

Q For Counterfeits, see Nos. 356 to 364, inclusive. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 





No. 158. Jtlexican MPoUar. 

Mint of Durango. Stamp of 1832, in part. 

Weight, •’'1.040. Av. weight, $’’1,011=417 gT?.=27.02 gnns. 
Fineness, 901 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $1.012=4i. 1. ^.=6.39 fir. 
For Counterfeits, see Nos. 365, 366. 


No. 159. Jftexitan MteUar, 

Mint of Durango. Stamp of 1832, 1833, 1834. 

Weight, •”1.007=415.38 grs.=26.90 gnns. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. Value, $1,007=41. 1.6d=5.37 fir. 

These dies seem to have been used in stamping base money. Vide Nea. 365, 371| 
373 For Counterfeits, see Nos. 365 to 373, inclusive. 




No. 160. Jfieaeiean MPoUar. 

Mint of Durango. Stamp of 1835, 1836, 1837, 1838. 

Weight, $”1,011=417 grs.=27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 902 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 

Value, $1.013=4i. 1.8rf=5 40 fr. 

These dies seem to have been impressed, also, upon debased metal. Vide No. 374. 
For Counterfeits, see Nos. 373, 375, 379, 381. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 161. JIfexiean MtoUar. 

Mint of Durango. Stamp of 1839, 1840, 1841, 1843. 

Weight, $'1,011=417 gra.=27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $1.01 l=4r. 1.8ti.=5.30 fr. 
For Counterfeita, aee Noa. 376, to 381, ineloaiTe. 



No. 162. Jfteaeican MPoUar, 

Bfint of Durango. Stamp of 1842, (in part,) 1843, 1844. 
Weight, $'1,011=417 gr8.=27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. HorL Value, 91.011.=4s. 1.8i.=5.39 fr. 

GENUINE MEXICAN DOLLARS. 

■int of San Lola FotosL Kbit Eark, p? 



No. 163. Jtfexican tfoUar. Mint of Potaai, 

Weight, $'1,000=4126 grs.=26.72 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Value, $1.000=4s. 1.3<1. =5.34 fir. 

Stamp of 1827. For Counterfeit, lee No. 381 
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MEXICAN DOIXARS. 



No. 164. Jlfexican Mtottar. 

Mint of PotoflL 

Weight, •’^1.008=415.80 grs.=26.936 gnns. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Value, •1.008=4ir. 1.7i.=5.38 fir. 
Dollars of this stamp bear date 1829, 1830, 1831, 1832. 

For Counterfeits, see Nos. 385 to 387. inclusiva 



No. 165. Jtfexican M9oUar» 

Mint of PotoBL 

Weight, $”1,010=416.26 gr8.=26.993 gnns. 
Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

¥alue, $L010=4s. 1.8(1.=5.39 fr. 

Stamp of 1833. 



No. 166. JHexieaH tfoUa't. 

Mint of Potosi 

Weight, 008=41 5.80 grs.=26.936 grms. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. Value, •l.08=4s. 1.7<i=5.38 ft. 
Stamp of 1834. For Counterfeit, see No. 38a 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 167. J^easiean MfoUar. 

Mintof PotosL Stamp of 1835, 1836, 1837, 1838, 1839. 
Weight, $’'1,010=416.26 grs. =26.993 grins. 

Fineness, 901 — lOOOths. £ckfeldt & Dubois. 
Value, $1,011=45. 1.8d.=5.39 fr. 

For CounterfeitB, see Nos. 389, to 392, indonve. 



No. 168. J^exiean MtoUar. 

Mint of Potosi. Stamp of 1840. 1841. 

Weight, $’'1,011=417 grs.=2T02 grms. 

Pinenc^ 901 — lOOOths. Value, $1,012=45. 1.8<i.=5.40 fr. 



No. 169. Jflexiean MfeUar. 

Mint of Potosl Stamp of 1842, 1843, 1844, (a.) 
Weight, $’'1,011=417 grs.=27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 901 — lOOOths. Value, $1,012. =45. ].8i.=5.40 fr. 
For Counterfeits, see Noe. 393, 394. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 170. Jflexiean JtoUar. 

Mint of Potosi. Stamp of 1844. (b.) 

Weight, $^1,011=417 grs.=27.02 grms. 

Fmenesa,901— lOOOths. Value, 91.012=4s. 1.8d=5.40 fir. 

For Counterfeit, see No. 395. 

omumE^ 

Hint of OhihnalLiia* Hint Hark| 



No. 171« Mexican MtoUarn 

Mint of Chihuahua. Stamp of 1833. 


Weight, 9''1.010=416.20 grs.=20.903 grma- 

Fineness, 899 — lOOOths. Value, 01.009=45. 1.7(1.=5.38 fir. 



No. 172. Mexican MtoUar. 

Weight, 0^1.011=417 gr8.=CT.02 grms. 

Fineness, 898— lOOOths. Value, 01.008=45. 1.7d=5.38 fir. 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


MEXICAN DOLLARa 



No. 173. JtleTcieaH MkoUar. 

Mint of Chihuahua. Stamp of 1834, (in part,) 1835, 1836. 
Weight, $’'1,011=417 grs.=27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, $1.008=4«. 1.7i.=5.38 fr. 



No. 174. Jliexican ItoUar. 

Mint of Chihuahua. Stamp of 1837, 1838. 
Weight, $’'1,011=417 grs,=27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. 

Value, $1,008=45. 1.7£i.=6.38 fr. 



No. 175, Mexican MtoUar. 

Mint of Chihuahua. Stamp of 1840. (a.) 

Weight, $’'1,011=417 grs.=27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 907 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 
Value, $1,019=45. 2.2d.=5.44 fr. 
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MEXICAN DOLLARS. 



No. 176. Jflexiean MPoUar. 

Mint of Chihnahaa. Stamp of 1840. (b.) 

Weight, #’'1.010=416.26 grs. =26.993 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Value, f 1.010=4s. 1.8^=5.39 fir. 
Weight very variable. 



No. 177. Mexican Dollar. 

Mint of Chihuahua. Stamp of 1841, 1843, 1843. 


Weight, #’'1.010=416.26 grs. =26.^3 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Value, #1.010=45. 1.8i.=5.39 fir. 



No, 178, Jnexiean Hollar. 

Mint of Chihuahua. Stamp of 1844, nearly same as 1843. 
Weight, #’'1.010=416.26 gre.=26.993 grms. 

Fineness 900— lOOOths. Value, #1.010=45. 1.8<2.=5.39 fir. 
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MEXICAN dollars. 


GENUINE MEXICAN DOLLARS, 
mint of Ouadalaxara. Mint fflaork Gf 



No. 179. Jflexirati Dollar, 

Mint of Guadalaxara. Stamp of 18^ to 1839, inclusive, 

Weight, $•'1,011=417 gr8.=27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 865 — lOOOths, av. Hort. Value, $0.97 1=3 a*. 11. 8<i.=B. 18 fr. 

The title varies from 840 to 895 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 



No. 180. Jflexitan noliar. 

Mint of Guadalaxara. Stamp of 1825 to 1839. (b.) 

Weight, $’'1,011=417 grs. =27.02 grms. 

Fineness, 865—1 OOOths, av. Hort. Value,$0.971=35. 11.8rf.=6.18 fr. 
The fineness varies from 840 to 895 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 
Vide No. 398, a genuine stamp still more debased. For Counterfeits, see Nos. 396 
to 398, inclusive. 



No. 181. JHexiran Dollar, 


Mint of Gaadalaxara. Stamp of 1810, 1811, 1812, 1813, 1844. 

Weight, n.011=:417 grs.=27.02 gims. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $1.01 l=4s. 1.8i.=6.80fr. 

10 For Counterfeit., we No.. 399, 400. 
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COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN Doi^i^ARB. 


GENUINE MEXICAN DOLLAR. 
UntHaikiHf 



No. 182. Jtlexiean Dollar, 

Mint mark, 1835. 

Weight, $’'1,010=417 gr8.=27.02 pms. 

Fineness, probably near 896=1 OOOths. 

Value, $1,005=45. 1.5(i.=6.37 fr. 

ThU coin must be rare, for 1 have met with but one, of which the above it a fiic- 
•imile. 


COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN DOLLARS. 

Mexican Dollars make up a principal part of the specie circulation of 
this country. Of these, as generally met with, about one in one hundred 
is counterfeit, and sometimes the proportion is very much greater. The 
great number of different stamps borne by the good Mexican Dollars, ren- 
ders the detection of the bad ones, ordinarily, rather difficult. I am con- 
fident that the plan adopted in this work, will effectually aid in detecting 
nine counteifeits out of ten, as they are usually met with. 

It will be seen that following the fac-simile of most of the counterfeits 
here given, are remarks on points of difference, as compared with the gen- 
uine coin. These remarks, usually very brief, might have been much 
more extended; but the extension 1 have not thought desirable, as a simple 
inspection and comparison of the fac-similes, will readily suggest many 
other points of difference to the observer. A pair of dividers for 
nicely measuring distances will be found of great use in these matters. 
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COUNTERFEIT. ITURBIDE, 1823. 

COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN DOLLARS. 
Unt of Bezlca Mint Had^ M. 



No. 183. Counterfeit Iturhide MPoUar^ 1822? (a.) 
Weight, •”0.880. Fineness, near 100 — lOOOths. Value, •O.OO?. 
Compare with No. 122. Obterse^ head too large, neck too ehort. Revene^ dexter 


wing too atraight and amalL 



No. 184. Counterfeit, Mturbide, 1822. (b.) 

Weight, •"0.990. Fineness, near 650— lOOOths. Value, t0.716. 
Compare with No. 122. Obverse, hair wiry, lower part of the bust large. Reverse, 
eactos large, lettering imperfect. 



No. 185. CauMerfHt^ IturMde^ 1822. ic.; 

Weight, Fineness, near 650 — lOOOths. Value, 80.729. 

Compare with No. 122. Obverse, superior part of the head large, lettering imperfect. 
ReverUf sinister wing large. 
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COUNTERFEIT, MEXICO, 1824. 



No. 186, Counterfeit^ Iturbiite^ 1823. 

Weight, $’'1,030. Fineness, near 600 — lOOOths. Value, $0,686. 

Compare with No. 122. Obvei&c, neck and lower part c.i' uu; bu^t b.uall, head imper* 
feet. Reverse^ cactus large. 



No, 187, Counterfeit^ Jftexico^ 1824. (a.) 

Weight, $”1,020. Fineness, near 810 — lOOOths. Value, $0,918. 
Compare with No. 127. Obverse^ M, in Ihe mint mark, too large. Reverse^ learai 
of the dexter vine too deeply notched. 



No. 188. Counterfeit^ Jflexico^ 1824. (b.) 

Weight, $0,970. Fineness, near 755 — lOOOths. Value, 0.812. 

Compare with Nos. 125, 126. Rays imperfect, lettering imperfect. 
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COUNTERFEIT, MEXICO, 1824. 


No. 189. Counterfeit^ Mexico^ 1824. (c.) 

Weight, $’'1,000. Fineness, near 60(X— lOOOths. Value, IW.066: 
Compare with No. 127. Obverse^ M after the date too short and broad. Rtverx^ 
dexter leaves too deeply notched, snake’s head too far from the eagle’s head. 


No. 190. Counterfeit. Jttexieo, 1824. (d.) 

Weight, S^LOOG. F'ineness, 77o — lOOOths. H o r L Value, $0,861. 
Compare with No. 127. Engraving of the plumage of the eagle too coarse, cactus 
leaves too large. 


No. 191. Counterfeit. JIMexieo. 1824. (e.) 

Weight, $*0,970. Fineness, 765— lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value. $0,812. 

Compare with Nos. 125, 126. Rays imperfect, each having a raised line in the msv* 
gin. 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


COUNTERFEIT, MEXICO, 1807. 



No. 192. C 0 UHterfeUf JUexieOy 1824. (f.) 

Weight, Fineness, near 760 — lOOOths. Value, f0.880. 

Cempue with Nos. 1S5, 126, Obtene, D. and G. too laige. 



/ 


No. 193. Counterfeitf JflexieOj 1824. (g.) 

Weight, f'l.OOO. Fineness, near 685 — lOOOths.. Value, $0,761. 
Compare with Noe. 125, 126. Lettering email and imperfect, raye from the hbertj 
cap different 



No. 194. CoutUerfeit, Jtfexieo, 1827. (a.) 

Weight, $-0,970. Fineness, 520— lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,560. 
Compare with No. 128. Snake’e neck irregularly crooked. 
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COUNTERFEIT, MEXICO, 1830. 



No. 195. Counterfeit f JtM'exieo, 1827. (b.) 

Weight, •"0.960. Fineness, near 630 — lOOOths. Value, •0.672. 
Compare with No. 128. Reverse^ dexter vine in the legend too coaioe and iigid| 
•ea too broad, snake’s head and neck too much elevated from eagle’s head. 



No. 196. Jttexieo, Counterfetti 1829. 

Weight, •"0.860. Fineness, 250— lOOOths. Hort. Value, •0.238. 
Compare with No. 128. Leaves of the vines and cactus too smalli snake’s neck too 
■lender. 



No. 197. Counterfeit, tWexieOj 1830. (a.) 

Weight, $"0,980. Fineness, 614— lOOOths. Hort. Valne, SO.SSO. 
Compare with Nos. 128, 129. Dexter leaves in the legend too much crowded, 
snake's neck awrv. 
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COUNTERFEIT, MEXICO, 1833. 



No. 198. Counterfeit, Jttexieo, 1830. (b) 

Weight, ♦'0.870. Fineness, 412 — lOOOths. Hort Value, 80.398. 

Compare with Noe. 124, 129. Cactus leaTes too confluent, sea coarsely made. 



No. 199. Counterfeit, Jlfexieo, 1830. (c.) 

Weight, ♦'0.870. Fineness, near 200 — lOOOths. Value, 0.103 
Compare with Nos. 128, 129. Snake’s neck too suddenly and irregularly crooked. 



No. 200. CauMerfeiij Jnexieo^ 1833. (a.) 

Weight, 8M. 050. f'ineness, 665 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,764. 
Compare with Nos. 128, 129. Eagle’s neck too small, letters in Republica too 
■mall, and yery imperfect , snake’s neck clumsy. 
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COUNTERFEIT, MEXICO, 1835. 



No<201. Counterfeit •/Efcxiro,1833. (b.) 

Weight, $'0,980. Fineness, 750— lOOOihs. H o r t . 

Value, 0.816 

Compare with Nos. 128, 129. Eagles neck too small, and sinister wing too 
■mall next the body. 



No. 202. Counterfeit, Jfiexico, 1834. 

Weight, $'0,960. Fineness, near 400— I OOOths. Value, $0,426. 
Compare with Nos. 128,129. Eagle too smalt, snake’s neck too slender and crooked. 



No. 203. Counterfeit, Jflexico, 1839. (a.) 
Weight, $'0,930. Fineness, near 540 — lOOOlhs. Value, $0.56& 
Compare with No$. 128, 129. Eagle’s beak too short. 
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COUNTERFEIT, MEXICO, 1836. 



No. 204. Counterfeit^ Jflexieo^ 1835. (b.) 

Weight, f 1.010. Fineness, near 630 — lOOOths. Value, $0,707. 
Compare with Noe. 128, 129. Snake’s body loo slender near the eaglc’e neck, 
leaves too large. 



No. 206- Counterfeit, Jflexieo, 1835 (c.) 

Weight, 8*1.030. F'ineness, near 670 — lOOOihs. Value, 80.766. 
Coiii|Mire with Nos, 1*28, 129. Kaijle’s wings too small. 



No. 206. Counterfeit, Jflexieo, 1836. (a.) 
Weight, 8*0.040. Fineness, 6,50 — lOOOths. H o r t. 

Value, 80.679. 

Conipar." with No. 129 Littering too large. 
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COUNTERFEIT, MEXICO. 183a 



No. 207. Counterfeit^ Jflexieo^ 1836, (b.) 

Weight, $"1,010. Fineness, 628 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,704. 

Compare with No. 1'29. M too big after the date. Leaves in itie IcMfend too large. 



No. 208. Counterfeit, Mexico, 1836. (c). 

Weight, S'O.GOO. Fineness, 285 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,313. 
Compare with No. 129. Admirably executed. The o over the M is too distinct. 
The sea is rather too narrow, and the cactus leaves differ in relative situation and di- 
rection slightly from those in the genuine coin. 



No. 209. Counterl eit, Mexico, 1836. (d.) 

Weight, $'0,990. Fineness, 285 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,313. 
An assay piece has been cut from this coin. Compare with No. 129. Eagle’s head 
too big. 
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No. 210. Counterfeit, Jffexico, 1838. 

Appears to have been cast in a mould. 

Weight, 8*0.900. Fineness, near 370 — lOOOths. Value, 80.370. 
Compare with No. 129. Impression blunt. 


No. 211. Counterfeit, Jifexico, 1839. 

Weight, $’0,970. Fineness, 728— lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0,784 
Compare with No. 129. Snake’s head and neck too large. 


COUNTERFEIT. MEXICO. 1842. 


No. 212. Counterfeit^ jnexico. 1842. 

Weight, 8*0.950. Fineness, near 300 — lOOOths. Value, 80.316. 
Compare with No. 129. Snake’s head too much elongated and elevated. 
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COUNTERFEIT. ZACATECAS, 1828. 


COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN DOLLARS. 
Unt of Zacatecas. BUiitllari^Zf 



No. 213. Counterfeit^ WMcatecas^ 1825. 

Weight, a'C-SOO. Fineness, near 450 — lOOOths. Value, 00.400. 

A &ir imitation, not easily distinguished from the genuine stamp, Na 134. 0(. 

fsrse, figures of the date rather too small. Reverse^ cactus leaves too large. 



No. 214. Counterfeit^ Xaeateeas, 1826. 

Weight, 8'0. 770. Fineness, 130 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.111. 

Compare with No. 135. Wings and cactus leaves too large. 



No. 215. Counterfeit, Xaeateeas, 1828. (a.) 
Weight, •"1.020. Fineness, 280 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.317. 

Compare with No. 136. Wings too large , lettering very imperfect 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1829. 



No. 216. Counterfeit^ Zacatecas^ 1828. (b.) 

Weight, fM. 060. Fineness, 260 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, fO-SOft. 
Compare with No. 136. ^Snake’s body too large. Letten of Re^ ublica BTegular. 



No. 217. Counterfeit^ Zacatecas^ 1828. (c.) 

Weight, $’'0,970. Fineness, 194 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0.90b. 
Compare with No. 136. Eaglets beak and snake’s neck too long, 



No. 218. Counterfeit^ Zacatecas^ 1829. (a.) 
Weight, $0,950. Fineness, near 180— lOOOths. Value, $0,190. 
Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck too long and large. 


Digitized by ^ooQle 



COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1839. 




No. 219. Counterfeit^ Zaeatecan^ 1829. (b.) 

Weight, fO.800. Fineness, 300 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.266. 
Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck too long and large, ground too high. 



No ,220. Counterfeit^ Zacatecas^ 1829. (c.) 
Weight, $*’0,870. Fineness, near 54 — lOOOths. Value, $0,052. 
Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck too long. 




Ko. 221. Cownterfeit, Zacatecas, 1829. (<1.) 
Weight, 8"0.930, Fineness, near 63 — lOOOths. Talue, 80.065. 
Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck too long, ground loo low. 
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No. 223. Counierfeitf Zacatecas, 1832. (a.) 

Weight, •'O.QSO. Fineness, 370 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, W-SSSl 

Compare with No. 13G. Stamp admirably imitated, or perhaps genuine, but the 
snake's neck seems a little too far from the eagle’s head. This counterfeit is very abun- 
dant, bearing dates 1823, 1830, 1H32, 1833. 


No. 224. Counterfeit, Zacatecas, 1832. (b.) 

Weight, 8*1.000. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, 80.400. 

CSompate with No. 136. Snake’s body too straight. 


COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS. 18.12. 


No. 222. Counterfeit, Zacatecas, 1829. (e.) 

Weight, 8*0. 900. Fineness, near 376 — lOOOths. Value, $0,376. 

Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck too long, bi>dy too large. 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1833. 




No. 225. Counterfeit^ Xaea eeas^ 1832. (c.) 
Weight, 850. Fineness, 153 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 00.144. 

Compare with No. 136. Liberty cap too large, rays too numerous. 



No. 226. Counterfeit, Xaeateeas, 1833. (a.) 

Weight, •'0.880. Finenees, 600 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, •0.488. 

Compare with No. 136. Cap too large, rays too numerous. 



No. 227. Counterfeit, Zaeateeae, 1833. (b.) 

Weight, •'0.000. Fineness, 396— lOOOthe. Hort. Value, •0.396 

Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck too long. 


12 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


Digitized by ^ooQle 



No. 228. Counterfeit, Xaeatecas, 1833. (c.) 

Weight, f"!.©©©. Fineness, 264 — lOOOths. Value, 90.293. 

The assay of three individual coins, gave 214, 264, 269 — lOOOths. Compare with 
No. 136. lettering coarse, snake’s nose too straight. 


No. 229. Counterfeit, Xaeateras, 1833. (d.) 

Weight, 9’0.850. Fineness, near 630— lOOOths. Value, 80.505. 
Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck too high above the eagle’s head. 



No. 230. Counterfeit, Zacatecas, 1833. (e.) 

Weight, 9*0.930. Fineness, 21^— lOOOths. Value, 80.219. 

Compare with No. 136. ilays below the cap too large ."<1 itregolarlj dirergent. 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1834. 



No. 231. Counterfeit^ Zaeateeae^ 1833. (f.) 

Weight, f'O.QOO. Fineness, near 126 — lOOOths. Value, 80.126. 

Compare with No. 136. £agle’« neck too small, snake’s neck too short 



No. 232. Counterfeit^ Zacatecas^ 1833. (g.) 

Weight, •’'0.980. Fineness, near 72 — lOOOths. Value, 80.078. 

Compare with No. 136. Lettering irregular, snake’s head rather too large. 



No. 233. Counterfeit^ Zaeatecan^ 1834. (a.) 

Weight, 8M. 000. Fineness, 250 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.277. 
Compan with Na 136. Snake’s head too small, plumage of the eagle too hairy. 
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No. 234, Counterfeit, Zaeateeaft,\23^. (b.) 

Weight, t"1.070. Fineness, near 9 — lOOOths. Value, 30.010. 

Copper washed with silver. The date 1836 observed, same stamp. Compare with 
No. 136. Snake’s body too large. 



No. 235. Counterfeit, Xaeatecas, 1834. (c.) 

Weight, 3*0.800. Fineness, near 300 — lOOOths. Value, 30.266. 
Compare with No. 136. An excellent imitation. Obnerse^ Z rather too large and 
M rather too small. 



No. 236. Caunterfeit^ ZaeafecaSj 1834. (d.) 
Weight, $’'0,960. Fineness, near 345 — lOOOths. Value, $0,368. 
Compare with No. 136. Snake’s body too crooked. 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1835. 


No. 237. Counterfeit^ Zacatecas^ 1834. (e.) 

Weight, •*'1.000. Fineness, near 630 — lOOOths. Value, $0,700. 
Compare with No. 156. Elagle’s body too small. 


No. 238. CounMerfeit, Xaeateeas^ 1835. (a.) 

Weight, $'0,900. Fineness, 5 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value $0,005. 
Copper washed or plated with silver. A very common counterfeit. Compare with 
Na 136. Snake’s b^y too large. 


No. 239. Counterfeit^ Zaeatecae^ 1835. (b.) 

Weight, $*'0,900. Fineness, near 18— lOOOths. Value, 0.18 
Coj^r washed with silver. Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck not enough 
curved. 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1835. 





No. 240. Counterfeit^ Zacatecas^ 1835. (c.) 

Weight, $'*0,930. Fineness, near 9 — lOOOths. Value, $0,009. 

Copper waihed with silver. Compare with No. 136. Dexter wing too near the bodj. 


No. 241. Counterfeit^ Zaeateeae^ 1835, (d.) 

Weight, O'^LCOO. Fineness, 632 — lOOOths. H o r t. Value, $0,700. 
Compare with No. 136. Wings too large. 


No. 242. Counterfeit^ Zaeateeae^ 1835, (e.) 

Weight, $**0,820. Fineness, 420— lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0.382 l 
Compare with No. 136. Neck of the snake too straight, large and long. 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS. 1835. 




No. 243. Counterfeit^ Xaeatecas, 1835. (f) 

Weight, 8-0.950. Fineness, 392— ICCOths. Hort Value, 80.413 
Compare with No. 13G. Eagle’s head too small. 



No. 244. Counterfeit^ Zacatecas^ 1835. (g.) 

Weight, 8"I 060. Fineness, 232 — lOOOths. Hort Value, 80.273 

Compare with No. 136. Snake irregularly crooked. 



No. 245. Counterfeit, Zttctttecas, 1835. (h.) 

Weight, S’O.OSO. Fineness, 232 — lOOOths. Hort Value, 80.244 
Compare with No. 136. Snake’s body too small 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS. 1836. 


No. 247. CoutUerfeitf Zacatecas, 1836. (a) 

Weight, 8-0.850, Fineness, 192— lOOOlhs. Hort. Value, 80.181. 
The same etamp also bears date 1833. Very common. Compare with No. 137. 
Lettering irregular. 


No. 248. Counterfeit, Zacatecas, 1836. (b.) 

Weight, 8-0.890. Fineness, 182— lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80 . 1 ' 

Compare with No. 137. This excellent imitation may be recognized by the am 
ness of the letters and figures on the cap side. 
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No. 246. Counterfeit, Zacatecas, 1835. (i.) 

Weight, $*'0,910. 

Fineness, 330 — lOOOths, avernge. Hort. Value, $ 0 ir 344 . 

Compare with No. 136. Snake’s neck too short. 


COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1836. 



No. 249. CounterfeU^ Xaeatecas^ 1836. (c.) 

Weight, •’'0.800. Fioeness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, •0.016. 
Compm with No. 137. Cactus leaves too confluent. 




No. 250, Counterfeit^ Zacateeae^ 1836. (d.) 

Weight, •”01830. Fineness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, •O.OIO. 

Compare with No. 137. Snake’s neck too long. 



No. 251. Counterfeit^ ZacaMecas^ 1836. (e.) 

Weight, •”1.030. Fineness, 126 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, •0.143. 
13 Compare with No. 137. Leaves too small 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS. 1836. 



No. 252. Counterfeit^ XaeateeaOf 1836. (£) 

Weight, $’0,900. Fineness, 64 — lOOOtbs. Hort. Valae, $0,064. 
Compare with No. 137. Snake’s neck ine^ariy curved. 



No. 253. Counterfeit, Xaeateeas, 1836. (g.) 

Weight, $’1,010. Fineness, near 807— lOOOths. Value, $0.8321 

^ Compare with No. 137. Snake’s neck irregularly curvetL 



No. 254. Counterfeit, Xaeateeas, 1836. (h.) 
Weight, $’0,790. Fineness, near 720 — lOOOths. Valu^ $0,632. 
Appears to have been cast. Compare with No. 137. Impreanon blunt 
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No. 255. CoutUtrfeit, Zaeatetas, 1836. (L) 

Weight, 8*0.910. Fineness, 180 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80. 18S1 
Compare with Na 137. Snake’s head too large. 



No. 256. Counterfeitf JSaeateeas, 1837. (a.) 

Weight, 8*0.860. Fineness, 66— lOOOtha Hort. Value, 80.061. 
Compare with No. 137. Cactus leaves distinct, snake’s neck not enough curved. 



No. 257. Counterfeit, Zacatecas, 1837, (b.) 

Weight, 8*0.860. Fineness, 6 — lOOOlhs. Hort. Value, 80i006l 
Compare with No. 137. Snake’s neck not enough curved. 
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COUNTKRFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1837. 



No. 258. Counterfeit, Xaeateeeu, 1837. (c.) 

Weight, t'l.OOO. Fineness, 40 — lOOOths. Hort. Vslue, 80.044. 
Compare with No. 137. Satie’s neck not enongh carved. 




No. 259. Counterfeit, Xaeateeae, 1837. (d.) 

Weight, 8*0.980. Fineness, near 300 — lOOOths. Value, 80.328. 
Compare with No. 137. Snake’f neck too straight. 



No. 260. Counterfeit, Zaeatecas, 1838. (a.) 

Weight, 8*0.710. Fineness, 460 — lOOOths. Hurt. VsJue, 80.366i. 
Compare with No. 137. Snake’s neck too large and straight 
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COUNTERFEIT. ZACATECAS. 1839. 


No. 263. Counterfeit, Xacatecae, 1839. (b.) 
Weight, •’'1.05W. Fineness, 30— lOOOths. Hort. Value, 60.033 
Compare with No. 137. Snake’a neck too straight 
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No. 261. Counterfeit, Xaeatecae, 1838. (b.) 
Weight, 6^.960. Fineness, near 27 — lOOOths. Value, 60.028. 
Compare with No. 137. Eagle’s head defective. 


No. 262. Counterfeit, Zacatecas, 1839. (a ) 

Weight, 6'0.8I0. Fineness, 44— lOOOths. Hort. Value, 60.039. 

Compare with No. 137. Lettering irregular, Z too narrow. 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1840. 



No. 264. Counterfeit, Xacateeag, 1839. (c.) 

Weight, $*0,900. Fineness, near 270 — lOOOths.. Valne, $0,270. 
Compare with No. 137. Snake’a neck too etraight. 



No. 265. Counterfeit^ Zaeatecae^ 1839. (d. 

Weight, 8*0.860. Fineness, near 162 — lOOOths. Value, 80.154. 
Compare with Na 137. Snake’a neck too low. 




No. 266. Counterfeit^ Zaeatecao^ 1840, (a.) 

Weight, 8*0.950. Fineness, 333 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, 80.390. 
Compare with No. 137. Snake’a head too laige. 
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No. 267. Counterfeit Zeteatecae, 1840. (b.) 

Weight, f'D-SSO. Fineness, 48 — lOOOths. H o r t Value, $0,047. 
Compare with No. 137. Snake^a oeck too short. 



No. 268. .Counterfeit f Zaeatecaty 1840. (c.) 
Weight, $*0,950. Fineness, near 180 — lOOOths. Value, $0,190. 
Compare with No. 137. Rays too corapacti snake’s neck too straight. 



No. 269. Counterfeit^ Zaeateeao^ 1841. (a.) 
Weight, $*1,070. Fineness, 0 — lOOOths. Value, $0,000. 

Oennan lilTer. Compare with No. 137. Snaka’a neck too straight. 
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COUNTERFriT, 7.Ar ATECAS, IM2. 


No. 270. OmnierfeU, Zaeateeaa, 1841. (b.) 

Weiffht 8*0.870. Fineness, near 37S — lOOOihs. Value, *0.366. ^ 

Compsn with No. 137. A gooU imitalion. biniHlct vine leavee too large, .uake ■ 

body rather large. 



No.271. Counterfeit^ Ttaeateeae, 1841. (c.) 

Weight, 8*1.000. Fineness, 450— lOOOths. H o r L Value, 80.500. 
Compare with No. 137. Leaves too small A most abundant counterfeit. A 
white alloy of eilver and German eilver. 



No. 272. Counterfeit^ Tacateea^^ 1842. (a.) 

Weighty $*'1 .000. Fineness, 450 — 1 OOOths. H o r t . V alue, $0,500. 
Abundant. Compare with No. 138. Raya irregular. 
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COUNTERFEIT, ZACATECAS, 1842. 


No. 273. Counterfeit, Xaeateeae, 1842. (b.) 

Weight, •’1.000. Fineness, 460 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, •0.500. 
V Compare with No. 138. Rays irregular. 


No. 275. Counterfeit, Tacateeae, 1842. (d.) 
Weight, $’0,890. Fineness, near 72 — lOOOths. Value, $0,071. 
Compare with No. 138. Wings too small. 
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No. 274. Counterfeit, Xaratecae, 1842. (c.) 
Weight, $*1,000. Fineness, near 150 — lOOOths. Value, $0,166. 
Compare with No. 138. Wings too small 
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No. 276. Counterfeit f Xacafecas, 1842. (e.) 

Weight, $'0,850. Fineness, near 20 — lOOOths. Value, $0,020: 
Compare with No. 138. Dexter Tine item too itraight 



No. 277. Counterfeit, Xaeateeae, 1842. (C) 

Weight, $'0,950. Fineness, near 630 — lOOOths. Value, $0,665. 
Compare with No. 138. Dexter vine item too straight 



No. 278. Counterfeit, Xaeateeae, 1843. (a.) 

Weight, $'1,000. Fineness, 460— lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0.60$ 
Abundant. Compare with No. 138. Rays irregular. 
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Nou 279. CoutUerfetty ZatateeaSj 1843. (b.) 

Weight, f^LGOO. Fineness, 450 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.500. 
Compare with No. 138. Rays irregular. 



No. 280. Counterfeit^ Xaeateeas, 1843. (c.) 

Weight, 8’1 .000. Fineness, 460 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.600. 
Common. Compare with No. 138. Rays irregular. 



No. 281. Counterfeit, Xaeateeas, 1843. (d.) 

Weight, S’O.OIO. Fineness, near 10 — lOOOths. Value, 80.010. 
Compare with No. 138. Inferior rays too long. 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO, 1829. 



No. 282. Counterfeit^ Xaeateeae^ date effiiced. 
Weight, $’1,010. Fineness, near 360— lOOOths. Value, $0,404. 
Compare with No. 136. Snake’s head loo large. 


DEBASED AND COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN DOLLAB8. 
Hint of Soanaxnata SUnt Dark G? 



No. 283. Counterfeit, Guanaxuato, 1828. 

Weight, $’0,910. Fineness, near 450 — lOOOths. Value, $0,465. 
Compare with Noe. 140, 141. Snake’s head too far from eagle’s 



No.284. Counterfeit, Guanaxuato, 1829. (a.) 

Weight, $’0,900. Fineness, 228 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,228. 
Compare with Nos. 140, 142, 143. Snake’s neck too short, and too near the letter A. 
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No. 285. CoutUerfeU, fiuanaxuato, 1829. (b.) 

Weight, 8*0.870. Fineness, near 90 — lOOOlhs. Value, 80.087. 
Compare with Nos. 140, 142, 143. Sea too large snake’s head too large in_ 
fshtioii to his neck. 



No. 286. CauMerfeit^ Guanaxuato^ 1830. (a.) 

Weight, $’^0,960. Fineness, near 720 — lOOOths. Value, $0,768. 
Compare with No. 146. Leaves of the deiter vine too deeply notched. Snake’s 
neck too high above the eagle’s head. 



No. 287. Coumerfeit^ Guanaxuato^ 1830. (b.) 
Weight, $’^0,950. Fineness, near 75 — lOOOths. Value, $0,079. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head too large, eagle’s head too smalL 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANATTOATO, 1830. 



No. 288. Counterfeit, ttuanaTcuato, 1830. (c.) 
Weight, f-l.OOO. Fineness, near 270— lOOOths. Value, $0300. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head and neck too large. 



No. 289. Counterfeit, Chmnaxuato, 1830. (d.) 
Weight, $'t).950. Fineness, near 720 — lOOOtha Falue, iO.760. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head and neck too large. 



No. 290. Counterfeit, ftuanaxuato, 1830. (e.) 
Weight, 8*1.010. Fineness, near 330 — lOOOths. Value, 80.370. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s neck curred too high from the eagle’s head. 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO, 1831. 



No. 291. Counterfeit^ Guanaxuato. 1831. (a. 

Weight, •’^0.820. Fineness, 223— lOOOths. H o r t. Value, 90.2031 
Compare with No. 146. Angle of the right wing with the body too sharp, left 
wing wrongly curved. 




No. 292, Counterfeit^ Guanaxnato, 1831. (b.) 
Weight, ♦’'0.950. Fineness, 410 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 00.4321 
Compare with No 146. Sea too large. 



No. 293. Counterfeit^ Guanaxuato^ 1831. (c.) 
Weight, •’'0.900. Ffceness, 21 7— lOOOths. Hort. Value, •0.217. 
Compare with No. 146. Vines very unlike 146. Eagle’s plumage too fine, snake’s 
neck wrongly curved. 
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No. 294. Counterfeit, ftuanaxuMto, 1831. (d.) 

Weight, f '0.950. Fineness, near 460 — lOOOths. Value, 80.47 
Compare with Na 146. Snake’s neck too long. 



No. 295. Ckmiifer/Mf CTtfanarrimro, 1831. (e.) 

• Weight, $’'0,820. Fineness, near 36 — lOOOths. Value, $0,328. 

Compare with No. 146. Leaves of the vines too large. Snake’s head curved 
too much down. 



No. 296, Counterfeit, Chuanaxuato, 1831. (f.) 

Weight, 8'0.790. Fineness, near 270 — lOOOths. Value, 80.237. 
Compare with No. 146. King die portions of the stamp, jcap and rays, eagle and ap- 
purtenances, apparently genuine. M. J. too amall. 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO, 1833. 


No. 297. Counterfeit f Ctuanaxuato^ 1831. (g.) 

Weight, $'0,810. Fineness, 411 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,366. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s neck apparently broken. 


No. 298. Counterfeit, Ctuanaxuato, 1831. (h.) 
Weight, $’0,950. Fineness, near 450 — lOOOths. Value, $0,475. 
Compare with No. 146. Rays from the cap, and plumage of the eagle defective. 


No. 299. Counterfeit, duanaxuato, 1832. (a.) ' 
Weight, $'0,960. Fineness, near 1— lOOOths. Value, $0,001. 

Copper thinly washed over with silver. Compare with No. 146. Snake’s bod; 
below the esgle’s beak too small, and wrongly curved. |g 


Digitized by 


Google 


Digitized by ^oo^e 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO, 183a 



No. 300. Counterfeit^ €h/MnaxuatOj 1832. (b.) 

Weight, $’^0,930. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, $0.37^ 

A good imitation. Compare with No. 146. Cap rather too small, snake’s note 
rather too long. 



No. 301. Counterfeit. Guanaxuato. 1832. (c.) 
Weight, $’^1,070. Fineness, near 360— lOOOths. Value, 90.^^ 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head too high, and body too straight. 



^^naxuato. 1832. (d.) 

Weight, 8 0.810. t jneness, 257 — lOOOthfc. H o r t. Value, $0,231. 
Compare with No. 146. Cap and rays, eagle and appurtenancet;, apparently genu* 
ine. M. J. toosmalL » rr- / e 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO, 1833. 


No. 304. Counterfeit^ Ciuanaxuato^ 1833. (b.) 
Weight, $’'0,800. Fineness, near 130 — lOOOths. Value $0.1 15. 
Compare with No. 146. A good imitation. Left wing rather too amali. 


No. 303. Counterfeit, Cfuanaxuato, 1833. (a.) 
Weight, •"O.tiSO. Fineness, near 10 — lOOOths. VaJue,$0.0i0. 
Compare with No. 146. Rays and vines very unlike No. 146. 
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No. 305. Counterfeit, Ctuanaxuato, 1833. (c.) 
Weight, $’1,070. Fineness, near 200 — lOOOths. Value, $0,237. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s neck too far from eagle’s neck. 
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No. 306. Counterfeit^ Chtanaxuato, 1833. (d.) 
Weight, ♦'1,030, Fineness, 40 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, ♦0.045. 
Compare with No. 146. Plamage too fine. 


No. 308. Counterfeit^ duanaotuato^ 1833. (f.) 
Weight, 8’'0.9 10. Fineness, 602 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.608. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head too much elevated. 
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COUNTERFEIT. GUANAXOATO, 1833. 


No. 307. CountcrfeUy CtuanaxuatOy 1833. (e.) 
Weight, f'^O-SSO. Fineness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, 80.017. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head too much elevated. 



No. 309. Counterfeit, Ctuauaxudto, 1834. (a.) 
Weight, $’0. 830. Fineness, near lSJ6—1000ths. Value, M.IIO. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head rather too large, neck rather long, and too 
Much curved down, cap and rays apparently perfect 



No. 310. Counterfeit, GuauaxuMo, 1834. (b.) 
Weight, 8"1.030. Fineness, near 630 — lOOOths. Value, 80.721. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head rather too large, cactus leaves different 
fiom 146. 



No, 311. Counterfeit, Guanaxuato, 1834, (c.) 
Weight, $'0,630. Fineness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, $0.1M 
Compare with No. 146. Eagle’s head too small. 
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NOi312. Counterfeit i ChtanaxuatOj 1834. (d.) 

Weight, 8*0.830. Fineness, 87 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.0801 
Comptra with Na 146, Snake’f head rather too hi from the eagle’s head. 



No. 313. Counterfeit, duanaxuato, 1834. (e.) 

Weight, 8*1.030. Fineness, 40 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.045. 
Compare with No. 146. Plumage too fine, snake badly curved. 



No. 314. Counterfeit^ Ctuanaxuato^ 1834. (f.) 
Weight, •’'0.920. Fineness, 170 — lOOOths. Value, 90. 173. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s neck too short and too much curved. 
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No. 315. Counterfeit, Ctuanaxuato, 1834. (g) 

Weight, •’0.820. Fineness, 75— lOOOths. Hort Value, •0.068. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head too large. 



No. 316. Counterfeit, Guanaxuato, 1834. (b.) 
Weight, •’0.900. Fineness, near 255 — lOOOths. Value, ^0.255. 
Compare with No. 146. Snake’s head curved too much down. 



No. 317. Counterfeit j Guanuxuato^ 1834. (i.) 
Weight, •^0.890. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOlhs. Value, $0,356. 
Compare with No. 146. Eagle’s beak too blunt, snake’s neck too small. 
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No. 318. Counterfeit, Guanaxuato, 1834. (j ) 

Weight, 8’1.040. Fineness, near 430 — lOOOths. Value, 80.496i 
Compare with No. 146. Eagle’s wings too small. 



No. 319. Counterfeit, Guanaxuato, 1835. (a.) 
Weight, ♦*0.950. Fineness, 285— lOOOths. H o r t. Value, tO.SOO. 
Compare with No. 144. Snake’s head too large. 



No. 320. Counterfeit^ GuanaxuatOj 1835. (b.) 
Weight, $’'0,930. Fineness, 486 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0,479* 
Compare with No. 144. Plumage checkered, cactus leaves too smalL 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO, 1835. 



No. 321. CoutUerfeiif tSuanaxuato, 1835. (c.) 
Weight, ^'l-OGO. Fineness, near 140 — lOOOths. Value, $0.01 1. 
Compare with No. 144. Snake’s neck wrongly curved. 



No. 322. Counterfeit^ ehmnaxuato, 1835. (d.) 
Weight, $*0,990. Fineness, near 630— lOOOths. Value, $0,693 
Compare with No. 144. Snake’s head too large. Eagle’s plumage checkered. 



No. 323. Counterfeit, Chtanaxuato, 1835. (e.) 
Weight, $'0,810. Fineness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, $0,105. 
Compare with No. 144. Impression dulL 
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COOKTERFEIT, GOANAXUATO, 1836. 


No. 325. Counterfeit^ Guanaxuato^ 1836. (b.) 

Weight, ♦"0.940. Fineness, 257 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, f0.268L 

Compare with No. 145. Snake’s head too near eagle’s head. 


No. 324. Debased Dottar, ttuanaxuatOf 1836. (a.) 
Weight, 8’0.960. Fineness, 466 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.607. 
Stamp genuine. Vide No. 145. The figure 6 in the date rather smaller and more 
inclined than in the good coins. The weight of these coins irregular, yarying frcNB 
•0.90 to $1.15. 


No. 326. Counterfeit^ Guanaxuato, 1836. (c.) 
Weight, $"1,060. Fineness, 0— lOOOths. Value, $0.00a 
Made of copper. Compare with No. 145. Vine leaves too sm all. 


Digitized by ^ooQle 


I 



No. 327. Counterfeit^ duanaxuato^ 1836. (d.) 
Weight, $'0,780. Fineness, near 9— lOOOths. Value, $0006: 
Compare with No. 145. Snake’s neck too short. 



No. 328. Counterfeit, Chuanaxuato, 1836. (e.) 
Weight, $'0,910. Fineness, near 22 — lOOOths. Value, $0,022. 
Compare with No. 145. Snake’s head too close to eagle’s bead. 



No. 329. Counterfeit, duanaxuato, 1837. (a.) 
Weight, $'1,020. Fineness, 718— lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,814 
Compare with No. 145. Snake’s head curved down too much. 
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No. 330. Counterfeit^ Cruanaxuato, 1837. (b.) 
Weight) #'0.960. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, #0.380 
Compare with No. 145. Leaves of right vine and cactus rather small. 



No. 331. Counterfeit, ftuanaxuato, 1837. (c.) 

Weight, #'0.850. Fineness, near 90 — lOOOths. Value, #0.085. 

An excellent imitation. Vide No. 145. Snake's head rather large, and rather too 
near the eagle's head. 





No. 332. Counterfeit, CSuanaxuato, 1837. (d.) 

Weight, #'1.000. Fineness,# — lOOOths. Value, #0.000. 

Crerman silver. Compare with No. 145. Snake and eagle deformed. 
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^o. 333. Counterfeit, Guanaxuato, 1837. (e.) 

Weight, •'#0.920. Fineness, 1 — lOOOths. Value, $0,001. 

BnuM washed with silver. Charles McDonald’s coin. Compare with No. 145. 
Snake’s head too large, rays defective. 



No. 334. nehased MfoUar^ Guanaxuato^ 1838, (a.) 
Weight, $’'0,950. Fineness, 457 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0.482 l 

King die portions (the eagle, cap and appurtenances,) genuine stamp. Lettering 
m Ihe legend more inegular than in the full standard coins. Vide No. 145. 



No. 335. Debuitedr Mfotlar, €tuanaxuato, 1838. (b.) 
Weight, $'0,950. Fineness, 477 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,608. 
Stamp apparently like 1838, (a.) No. 334, but containing rather more silver as 
shown by assay. The letters are not as much raised in these as in the full standard soins. 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO, 1839. 



No. 336. CouHterfeUi €tManaxwUOf 1839. (a.) 
Weight, $”0,900. Fineness, near 00 — lOOOths. Value, $0,090. 
Compua with No. 145, Snake’s body bows out too fitr from the eagle’s nedL 



No. 337. Counterfeit f GuanaxuatOj 1839. (b.) 

Weight, $”0,960. Fineness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, $0,019. 
Compare with No. 145. Flomage checkered with too much regularity. 



No. 338. Counterfeit^ Gnanaxnato^ 1839. (c.) 
Weight, $”0,730. Fineness, 461— lOOOths. 'Ho rt. Value, $036$ 
Compare with No. 145. Eagle’s head too amaU. 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAJUATO, 1840. 



No. 339. CcuHterfeitj €hutnaxuatOf 1839. (d.) 
Weight, •’0.940. Fineness, 37 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, •0.038. 
Compare with No. 145. Snake’s head too large. 



No. 340, CoumerfeU, Guanaxuato, 1839. (e.) 
Weight, •’0.820. Fineness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, •O.OlG. 
Compare with Nos. 145. Snake’s head too remote from eagle’s head* 



No. 341. Counterfeitj ttuanaxuato, 1840. (a) 

Weight, S’O.eOO. Fineness, near 3 — lOOOths. Value, SO.OOS. 
Compare with No. 145. Eagle’s head too small. 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO, 1841. 



No. 342. Counterfeit, Guauaaeuato, 1840. (b.) 
Weight, fHI.QSO. Fineness, near 540 — lOOOths. Value, 80.^8, 
Compare with No. 145. Snake’s neck too near the eagle’s head. 


No. 343. Counterfeit, Guanaxuato, 1840. (c.) 
Weight, •*0.910. Fineness, near 630— lOOOths. Value, fOeST. 
Compare with No. 145. Snake’s neck and body too large. 




No. 344. Counterfeit^ Ouanaxuato^ 1841. 

Weight, •^0.980. Fineness, near 90 — lOOOths. Value, fO.OOSL 
Compare with No. 145. Snake’s head too large. 
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COUNTERFEIT, GUANAXUATO. 


No. 346. Counterfeit^ Chtanaxuato^ 1844. 

Weight, ♦"'0.890. Fineness, near 5 — lOOOths. Value, $0,004. 
Compare with No. 148. Soakers neck too ghoit. 


No. 347. Counterfeit^ Guanaxuato. date obscure. 

Weight, $'0,990. Fineness, near 450 — lOOOths. Value, $0,495. 


No. 345. Mfebased Mfottar, ChtanaxuatOf 1842. 

Weight, $'0,910. Fineness, near 450 — lOOOths.. Value, $0,455. 
Stamp apparently genuine. Compare with No. 145. Ths anake’a neck and head 
■eem rather too large. 
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COUNTERFEIT DURANGO, 182G. 


No. 349. CeunterfHtf Ouanaxuato^ date effiiced. 

Weight, 4"0.960. Fineness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, $0,019. 

DEBASED AND COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN DOLLARS. 
Hint of Durango. Hint Hark, Tl? 


No. 350. Connterfeit, ■tfnrangOf 1826. (a.) 

Weight, $’0,930. Fineness, 300 — lOOOlhs. Hort. Value, $0.S10. 
Date of 1827 of this stamp observed. Also the date 1838. Compare with No. 
156. Superior rays oblique. 
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COUNTERFEIT DURANGO, 1827. 



No. 351. Counterfeit^ MHtrango^ 1826. (b.) 

Same die as in 1826, (a,) but different value. 

Weight, •’'0.990. Fineness, 244 — lOOOths. H o r t Value, $0,268. 
Compare with No. 156. Superior rays oblique. 



No. 352. Counterfeit, MPurango, 1826. (c.) 
Weight, •*0.970. Fineness, near 230 — lOOOihs. Value 80.247. 
Compare with No. 156. Eagle’s head too large. 



No. 353. Counterfeit^ jDurango^ 1827. 

Weight, $’'0,850. Fineness, near 270 — lUOUihs. Value $0,255. 
Compare with No. 152. Leaves of left vine too long and large. 
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COUNTERFEIT, DURANGO, 1829. 



No. 354. Counterfeit^ MHirango^ 1828. (a.) 

Weight, $*'0,910. Fineness, 446 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0,450. 
Compare with No. 156. Erie’s neck too amaJI. 




No. 355. CoutUerfeii, Durango^ 1828. (b.) 
Weight, $’'0,830. Fineness, near 200 — lOOOihs. Value, $0,184. 
Compare with No. 156. Snake wrongly curved. 



No. 356. Counterfeit y ttnrango^ 1829. (a.) 

Weight, $*'1,860. Fineness, 885 — lOOOths Hort. Value, $0,851. 
Compare with No. 157. Snake’s head too high. 
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COUNTERFEIT, DURANGO, 1829. 



No. 357. Counterfeit, tturango, 1829. (b.) 

Weight, 1.000. Fineness, 707 — lOOOths. Hort Value, $0,778. 
Compare with No. 157. Eagle’s head defective. 



No. 358. Counterfeit, MHtrango, 1829. (e.) 
Weight, $’0,980. Fineness, near 700 — lOOOths. Value, $0,762. 
Compare with No. 157. Eagle’s beak defective. 



No. 359. Counterfeit, Mturango, 1829. (d.) 
Weight, $’1,000. Fineness, near 650 — lOOOths. Value, S0.722. 
Compare with No, 157. Snake’s neck too long. 
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COUNTERFEIT, DURANGO. 1830. 



No. 360. Counterfeit, Onrango, 1830. (a.) 

Weight, $*0,870. Fineness, 572 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,553. 
Compare with Na 157. Snake’s head too high. 



No. 361. Counterfeit, Durango, 1830. (b.) 

Weight, $*0,990. Fineness near 750— lOOOths. Value, $0,825. 
Compue with No. 157. Letters defective or imperfect. 



No. 362. Counterfeit, Durango, 1830 . (c.) 

Weight, $*0,960. Fineness, near 720— lOOOths. Value, $0,768. 
Compare with No. 157. Left wing too high. 
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No. 363. Counterfeit^ MPurango^ 1831. (a.) . 
Weight, •’'0.820. Fineness, 683 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.622. 
Comp&re with No. 157. Snake’s neck too near eagle’s head. 



No. 364. Counterfeit^ MPurango^ 1831. (b.) 
Weight, •"O.OOO. Fineness, near 160 — lOOOths. Value, 80.156. 
Compare with No. 157. Snake’s head and neck loo large, body too sm all. 



No. 365. Counterfeit ^or dehaeed MPurango^ 1832. (a.) 

Weight, 8’'0.950. Fineness, 310 — lOOOths. Hort Value, 80.327. 
Stamp perfect, or nearly so, * Compare with No. 159. Projection from the beck 
of the eagle’s head wanting. Very common. 
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No. 366. Counterfeit^ M^urango^ 1832. (b.) 
Weight, $’'0,890. Fineness, near 3 — lOOOths. Value, $0,030. 
Compare with No. 158. Snake’s head too small, eagle’s plumage too fine. 



No. 367. Counterfeit y M9urango^ 1833. (a.) 

Weight, $’'0,960. Fineness, near 240 — lOOOths. Value, $0,261. 
Compare with No. 159. Eagle’s neck too straight 



No. 368. Counterfeit^ Mturango, 1833. (b.) 

Weight, $*0,030. Fineness, 374 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0,380. 
Compare with No. 159. Eagle’s neck too long. 
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COUNTERFEIT, DURANGO, 1834. 




No. 369. Counterfeit, I9urango, 1833. (c.; 

Weight, $'0.»90. Fineness, 805*— lOOOths. Hort. Value, •0.259. 
Compare with No. 159. Eagle’s head too high* 



No. 370. Counterfeit, Mfurango, 1834. (a.) 

Weight, •"0.95J0. Fineness, 360— lOOOths. Hort. Value, fO.SOSl 
Compare with No. 159. Snake’s neck and head rather too large. A good imitation. 



No. 371. Counterfeit, MHtrango, 1834. (b.) 

Weight, $’^.900. Fineness, 282 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,282. 
Stamp like 1832, (a.), No. 365, nearly peffect. Compare with No. 159. Head of 
the eagle not crested. Very common. ][g 
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DEBASi..^ OR COUNTERFEIT, DURANGO, 1837. 



No. 372, Counterfeit^ MturangOy 1834. (c.) 

Weight, V'^O.SSO. Fineness, 261 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, f 0.245. 
Compare with No. 159. Rays too nearly even in length. 



No. 373. Ifebased or Counterfeit , Mfurango^ 1836. 

Weight, $'0,920. Fineness, 3T7 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0,385. 
Stamp like 1834, (b.) No. 371, nearly perfect Compare with Noe. 159, 160. 
Eagle’s head not crested. 



No. 374. Itehased notlar or Counterfeit^ MturangOj 

1837, 

Weight, $"'0,960. Fineness, 744 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,793. 
Compare with Na 160. Nearly if not quite identical. Crest of the eagle too large. 
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No. 375. Counterfeit, Jhurango, 1838. 

Weight, 8''0.940. Fineness, 575 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,605. 
Coa^paf6 with No. 160. Eagles neck too straight. 



Now 376. Counterfeit, Mturango, 1839. (a.) 

Weight, a^LOOG. Fineness, 450 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,500. 
A large number of these dollars in general circulation. Compare with No. 161, 
D. wrong side op after 10. Rays wrong. 



No. 377. Counterfeit, tturango, 1839. (b.) 

W^ht, $*'0,960. Fineness, 514 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0,548. 
Compare with Na 161, Rays oblique 
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COUNTERFEIT, DURANGO, 1840. 




No. 378. Counterfeit, Durango, 1839. (c.) 
Weight, •’'1.060. Fineness, near 6 — lOOOtbs. Valne, fO.OOOl 
Compare with No. 161. Eagle’s neck too straight 



No. 379. Debased DoUar, Durango, 1839, (d.) 
Weight, f'O.OSO. Fineness, 750 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, SO.SlOi 
Compare with Nos. 160, 161. Stamp nearly or quite identical with No. 160. 



No. 380. Counterfeit^ Ihtrango^ 1840. (a.) 
Weight, i’^l.OOO. Fineness, near 300 — lOOOths. Value, ^.333. 
Compare with No. 161. Eagle’s head too low. 
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COUNTERFEIT, POTOBI, 1836. 




No. 382. Counterfeit, IHtrango, date e£bced. 

Weight, 8'0.980. Fineness, neat 450 — lOOOths. Value, $0,400. 


COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN DOLLARS. 
Ktnt of San Luis FotoaL Ktnt Nark, p! 


No. 381. Mtebased Mtollar or Counterfeit, tturango, 

1840. (b.) 

Weight, *'0.930. Fineness, 650— lOOOths. Hort. Value, *0.671. 

Compare with Nos. 160, 161. King die portions (cap and rays, eagle, ^.,) apiia- 
fontly same as No. 160. Lettering irregular. 


No. 383. Counterfeit^ PotoH, 1826. 

Weight, *'0.850. Fineness, near 270— lOOOths. Value, *0.256. 
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COUNTERFEIT, POTOSI, 1830. 



No. 384. Counterfeit^ PotoH, 1827. 

Weight, ♦*0.820. Fineness, 160— lOOOths. Hort. Value, tO-lSO. 
Compare with No. 163. ^ Elagle’s beak too blunt. 



No. 385. Counterfeit^ PotoH^ 1829. 

Weigh^ i’^l.OOO. Fineness, 280 — lOOOths. Hort Value, fO.311. 
Comvwre with No. 164. Vines different Eagle’s head too near the snake’s head. 



No. 386. Counterfeit^ PotoH^ 1830. 

Weight, f '^l.OSO. Fineness, 335-»1000th8. Hort Value, 80.383i 
Compare with No. 161 Vinee widely different 
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COUNTERFEIT, P0T08I, 1835. 



No. 387. Couuierfeity Potosi, 1832. 

Weight, $’0,880. Fineness, 816— lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0. 19ft 
Compare with No. 164. Lettering too small. 



No. 388. Counterfeit^ PotoH, 1834. 

Weight, $’0,850. Fineness, 885 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,860. 
An excellent imitation, yet not from the same dies as No. 166, which see. Left 
wing too short 



No. 389. Counterfeit^ FotoH^ 1835. (a.) 

Weight, 8*0.90. Fineness, 337 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.337* 
Compare with No. 167. Snake’s head t4X> &r ftom eagle’s head. 
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COUNTERFEIT, P0T08I, 1836. 



No. 390. Counterfeit^ Potoni^ 1 835. (t).) 

Weight, 8*1.000. Fineness, 210 — ^lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.233. 
Very common. Compare with No. 167. Letters M£X irregular. 


No. 391. Counterfeit^ Potosi, 1836. (a.) 

Weight, 8*0.810. Fineness, near 200 — lOOOths. Value, 80.180. 
Compare with No. 167. Snake’s head too far from eagle’s head. 





No. 392. Counterfeit^ PotoH, 1836. (b.) 

Weight, 8*0.960. Fineness, 120 — lOOOths. Hort. Value 80.128 
Compare with No; 167. Snake’s neck too sIioTt.* 
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No. 393. Counterfeitf PoioH, 1843. (a.) 

Weight, 8*0.050. Fineness, near 150 — lOOOths; Value, 80.158. 
Compare with No. 169. Rays and plumage defective. 



No. 394. Counterfeit^ Potosif 1843. (b.) 

Weight, 8*1.000. Fineness, near 450 — lOOths. Value, 80.500. 
Compare with No. 169. Eagle’s wings too broad near the body. 



No. 395. Counterfeit f Potosi, 1844. 

Weight, 8*0.000. Fineness, near 460 — lOOOths. Value, $0,460 
I Q Compare with No. 170. Snake’s neck too long. 
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DEBASED DOLLAR, GUADALAXARA, 1838. 

and counterfeit MEXICAN DOLLARS. 
Mint of Giia.d&lu&r&a Mint Mnrki 




No. 396. Counterfeit^ Cruadalaxara^ 1827. 
Weight, $*0,820. Fineness, near 13 — lOOOths. Value, $0,010. 
Campue with No. 180. Snake’s neck bent too much down. 




No. 397. Counterfeit^ ftuadalaxara^ 1831. 

Weight, $*1,050. Fineness, 550 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,641. 
Compare with No. 180. Snake’s body too small and straight 



No. 398. MPehaoed MfoUar, Ctuadaiaxara^ 1838. 

Weight, $0*8.30. Fineness, near 630 — lOOOths. Value, $0,581. 
Compare with No. 180. The stamp is genuine. This coin probably issued from 
the mint 
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No. 399. Counterfeit f CtuadaMaxarai 1841. 

Weight, •*0.730. Fineness, 15— lOOOths. Hort. Value, •0.012. 
Copper coated with silver. Compare with Nos. 181, 182. Win^ too broad near 
the body. Right vine diderent. 



No. 400. Counterfeit^ Ctuadaiaxara, 1842. 

Weight, 9*0.970. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, •0.388. 
Comparp with No. 181. Snake’s body too small. 


COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN DOLLARS. 

Unt Harks obscure, anomalous or Irregnlar, viz: E? M? — M* — 
G.— D’— D.— °D.— P T. F.— I! 



No. 401. CouMerfeit, Mint Mark Obscure, 1826. 

Weight, 9*0.160. Fineness, near 180 — lOOOths. Value, 90.212. 
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No. 402. Cmuaerfeit, EPMP 1828. 

Weight, •''1.020. Fineness, near 720 — lOOOths. Value, 80.81 6. 
Compare with No. 132. Snake’* bead bent down too much. 



No. 403 Counterfeit fW 1838. (a.) 

Weight, •'0.880. Fineness, 438 — lOOOths. H o r t Value, •0.428. 



No. 404. Counterfeit^ M? 1838. (b.) 

Weight, •'0.850. Fineness, near 320— lOOOths; Value, 80.302. 
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COUNTERFEIT, G. 1830. 



No. 405. Counterfeit^ M? 1840. 

Weight, 8’'0.900. Fineness, near 85— lOOOths. Value, $0,085. 



No. 406. Counterfeit^ G. 1827. 

Weight, i’^O.SSO. Fineness, near 5 — lOOOths. Value, $0,004. 



No. 407. Counterfeit^ G. 1830. 

Weight, $*0,970. Fineness, near 18 — lOOOths. Value, $0,019. 

Plated. 
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COUNTERFEIT, G. 1837. 



No. 408. Counterfeit j G. 1831. 

Weight, $*0,960. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, $0,384. 



No. 409. Counterfeits 0. 1832. 

Weight, $*1,020. Fineness, near 180 — lOOOths. Value, $0,201 



No. 410. Counterfeit^ G- 1837. 

Weight, $*0,810. Fineness, 629 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, $0,476. 
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COUNTERFEIT, G. 1842. 



No. 411. Counterfeitj G. 1838. 

Weight, 8*0.910. Fineness, near 510— lOOOihs. Value 80.515. 




No. 412. Counterfeit, G. 1840. 

Weight, 8*1.030. Fineness, near 90— lOOOths. Value $0,103. 



No. 413. Counterfeit, G. 1842. 

Weight, $*0,960. Fineness, near 5— lOOOths. Value, $0,005. 
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No. 416. Counterfeit, D* 1835. 

Weight, 8*0.940. Fineness, near 81— lOOOtha. Value, 80.084 
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COUNTERFEIT, D» 1835. 


No. 415. Counterfeit j 1832. 

Weight, •’^1.000. Fineness, 255— lOOOths. H o r t. Value, $0j283. 
Pate 1839, same stamp observed. 




COUNTERFEIT, fD. 1830. 



No. 417. Counterfeit^ D* 1836. 

Weight, Fineness, near 210 — lOOOths. Value, 80.214. 



No. 418. Counterfeit^ D, 1833. 

Weight, 8’'0.840. Fineness, 0 — lOOOtha Value, 80.000. 



No. 419. Counterfeit f °D. 1830. 

Weight, $''0,920. Fineness, near 6 — lOOOths. Value, $0,006. 
20 
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COUNTERFEIT, P. 1832. 





No. 420. Counterfeit f ?D. 1840, 

Weight, 8*0.860. Fineness, 25 — lOOOths. Hort. 


Value, $0.02a 



No. 421. Counterfeit^ P. 1829. 

Weight, 8*0,840. Fineness, 416— lOOOths, Hort. Value, 80.387. 



No. 422. Counterfeit^ P. 1832, 

Weight, 8’1.070. Fineness, near 640— lOOOths. Value, 80.04S. 
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COUNTERFEIT, P. 1840. 



No. 423. Counterfeit, P. 1839. 

Weight, 8'0.810. Fineness, 450 — lOOOths. H o r t . Value, 80.406. 



No. 424. Counterfeit, T. F. 1835. 

Weight, 8''0.960. Fineness, near 300 — lOOOlhs. Value, 80.320. 



No. 425. Count erfeit,V. 1840. 

Weight, 8'1.000. Fineness, near 450 — lOOOths. Value, 80.500. 
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REMARKS UPON DEBASED MEXICAN DOLLARS, BEARING 
IMPRESSIONS APPARENTLY GENUINE. 

After a careful inspection and comparison of Nos. 365, 370, 371, 373, 
374, 379, 381 of the Durango Dollars ; and Nos. 324, 334, 335, 345 of the 
Guanaxuato Dollars, I am iuduced to entertain the following opinion : — 
That at least one pair of dies, (king dies perhaps,) corresponding essen- 
tially to No. 146, has been probably removed from the Mint of Guan- 
axuato, and made subservient to the production of a base coinage, repre- 
sented by the Nos. 324, dec., above quoted ; and that there has probably 
been a similar removal and prostitution of one or two pairs of dies from the 
Mint of Durango, said dies essentially corresponding to No. 159 of this 
work. It can hardly be supposed that base and fraudulent money would 
be manufactured systematically in those mints, the great majority of whose 
Dollars stand so deservedly fair ; and since, therefore, the impressions al- 
luded to, appear genuine, it seems probable that the dies were abstracted. 

I here subjoin, as relevant to the subject, a note addressed to the Assayer 
of the New Orleans Mint, with his reply. 

Branch Mint, New Orleans, > 
June 16/A, 1845. y 

Dr. Wm. P. Hort, Assayer i 

Sir, — You will oblige me by communicating to me the substance of 
certain information which you possess, relative to the existence of debased 
or depreciated Mexican Dollars, bearing the genuine stamps, to which mat- 
ter I am aware your attention was called a few years since. 

And oblige, yours truly, 

J. L. RIDDELL. 


Branch Mint, New Orleans, > 
16/A June, 1845. y 

Sir, — I have read your note of this day’s date. I have much pleasure 
in imparting whatever information I possess relative to the subject matter 
of your enquiry. 

In 1838, at the commencement of the operations of this Mint, the aver- 
age title of Mexican Dollars was supposed to be 897 * The result of our 
experience, however, did not correspond with that average. Deposits of 
Mexican Dollars averaged at different tmes, from 1838 to 1841, 860, t 880, 
890, 894, 897, 900. A little attention to the subject explained the cause. 
More or less counterfeits were found in almost every deposit ; and some 
were so admirably well executed as to render their detection impossible 
without an assay. These I considered as debased or depreciated coins, not 
properly counterfeit. They were, at the time referred to, very abundant 
in this city. My opinion was conhrmed by a gentleman who had resided 
many years in Mexico, who informed me that the old dies could be pur- 
chased at certain Mints, remote from the Capital ; that they were sent to 
Europe, where new dies (fac-smilies) were manufactured, and that with the 
dies so procured, Dollars were stamped, and an immense number thrown 


t860— lOOOtha, &c. 
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♦897 — lOOths fine. 


COUNTERFEIT MEXICAN DOLLARS^^ 

into circulation. There is reason to believe that this information was cor- 
rect, for a communication on tlie subject, which I had inserted in one of our 
daily papers, attracted the attention of the Mexican Consul here, who ap- 
prized his Government of it. Shortly after, a proclamation on the subject 
issued from the Government of Mexico, and since that time the particular 
Dollars of which I have been speaking, have become comparatively rare. 

Truly yours, 

WM. P. HORT, Assay er. 

Dr. J. L. Riddell, } 

Melter ^ Refiner^ Br. Mini^ NO,) 

These debased Dollars can usually be distinguished by rubbing them 
smartly on a soft board, until a bright and new metalic surface is attained ; 
then rub the fingers over the surface, after which, by reflected daylight, the 
pale brassy or coppery hue of the debased silver may be discerned. The 
hints which I have given under each, in its proper place, will also be found 
useful, and oftentimes sufficient. It should be borne in mind that they are 
always wanting in specific gravity or density; and though irregular in 
weight, they are most frequently too light. 

For convenient reference, in connection with this subject, the fac-simile 
figures. Nos. 146 and 159, are here again inserted. In explanation of the 
way in which the Mexican working dies of various dates, are probably got 
up from the same original dies or parts of dies, the reader is referred to the 
remarks on Mexican Dollars, preceding No. 121. 



No. 146. 




No. 159. 
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AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS, OR HALF DOLLARS 
OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Nob. 426 to 439 incluaiTe. 



No. 426. American Half tfoUar^ 1795. 

Sump of 1794, 1795. 

Weight, $’0,604=208 grs. =13.476 grais. 

Fineness, 892— lOOOths. Value, $0.499| =25. 0.^d,. =2.67 fr. 



No. 427. American Matf Mfollar^ 1806. 

Stamp of 1806, 1807. 

Weight, $’0,604=208 grs. =13.476 grms. 

Fineness, 892 — lOOOths. Value, $0.4991=25. 0.7tl.=2.67 fir. 



No. 428. American Half Hollar, 1808. 

Weight, $’0,504=208 grs.=13.476 grms. 

Fineness, 892 — lOOOths. Value, $0,499^=25. 0.7<i.=2.67 fr. ' 
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AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 429. tMmeriean Balf Bottar, 1817. 

Stamp of 1809 to 1818 inclusive. 

Weight, ®’'0.504.=208 grs.= 13.476 grms. 

Fineness, 892 — lOOOths. Value, $0,499^ =2s. 0.7 =2.67 fr. 
For Counterfeits, vide Nos, 440, 441, 442. 



No. 430. •American Balf Bollar, 1830. 

Stamp of 1819 to 1833 incluaive. 

Weight, 8*1.604=208 gr8.=13.476 grms. 

Fineness, 892 — lOOOtlis. Value, 80.499i=2». 0.7i.=2.67 fr. 
For Counterfeits, vtde Nos. 433 to 466. 



No. 431. ^meriean Balf BoUar, 1836. 

Stamp of 1834, 1835, 1836. 

Weight, 8'0.504=208 gr8.= 13.476 grins. 

Fineness, 892^— lOOOths. Value, 80.600.=2*. 0.7<f=2. 67 fir. 
For Counterfeits, »ido Nos. 467, 468, 460, 470. 
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AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 432. .American Half Hollar^ 1836. 

Weight, •’'0.504=208 grs.= 13.476 grins 
Fineness, 893 — lOOOths. 

Value, $0,500=25. 0.7(f.=2.67 fir. 

Vide Counterfeit, No. 471: 



No 433. Jimerican Half Hollar^ 1837. 

Weight, •’’0.500=206.25 grs.= 13.363 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Value, $0,500=25. 0.7ef.=2.67 fir. 

Vide Counterfeit, No. 472. 



No. 434. ttmerican Halt Hollar f 1838. (a.) 

Pattern stamp. Few ever left the mint, if anj. 

Cabinet of the Mint, Philadelphia. 
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AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 435. American Half Hollar. 1838. (b.) 

Pattern Stamp. 

Cabinet of the hlintj Philadelphia. 



No. 336. American HtUf Hollar ^ 1838. (c.) 

Pattern Stamp. 

Cabinet of the MinU Philadelphia. 



No. 437. American Half Hollar, 1839. 

Stamp of 1338, 1839. 

Weight, 8n).500=a06.25 gr8.=ia303 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Falue, 80.600=2*. O ld fr. 

21 For Coonterfeitfl) aee Noe. 473, to 477 inclon^e^ 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 438. American Half OoUar, 1840, 

Sump of 1839, 1840, 1841. 

Weight, 8*0.600=206.26 grs.=13.363 grms. 

Finenees, 900— lOOOths. 

Value, 80.600=2*. 0.7i.=2.67fr. 



No. 439. •tmerican Half Hollar, 1843. 

Sump of 1842, 1843, 1844, 1845. 

Weight, 8*0.600=206.26 grs.=13.363 grms. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. Value, 80.600=2*. 0.7d=2.67 fr. 
Mint at New Orleans, designated bj O. 


COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 440. Counterfeit Hatf Hollar, 1814. 

Weight, 8*0.480. Fineness, near 160— lOOtha Value, 80.068 
Compara with No. 430. Rajg of the itan too ihort, upper arrow shaft too lon^ 
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GOUNTEBPETT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 441. Counterfeit Half HoUar^ 1817. 

Weight, •*0.440. Fineness, near 270 — lOOOths. Value, •0.132. 
Compare with No. 429. The E in States too low. F in op too low. In the 
genuine coin the greatest measurement across the bust is near 1 inch and of an 
inch, while in this it is near of an inch less. A good imitation. 



No. 442. CoutUerfeU Half Dollar ^ 1818. 
Weight, 8*0.410. Fineness, near 180 — lOOOths. Value, 80.082. 
Compare with No. 429. Elagle’s head too large. 50 C. defective. 



No. 443. CoHnterfeU Half DMar^ li2\. 

Weight, 8*0.440. Fineness, 357— lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.173. 
Compare with Na 430. Greatest measurement of the bust 0.07=:7— lOOths of an 
inch too short, figures of the date defisctiveu 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 444. Counterfeit Half J9oUar^\Vi2. 

Weight, S’'0.480. Fineness, neaf 180 — lOOOths. Value, $0,090. 
Compare with No. 430. Feathering upon the arrow ihafU too finely wrought; 
eagle’s beak too near the right wing. 



No. 445. Counterfeit Half MtoUar, 1823. 

Weight, ••0.500. Fineness, «)6—1000ths. Hort Value, •0.226. 

Compare with No. 430. Eagle’s beak too near the right wing 



No. 446. Counterfeit Half Hollar^ 1824. 

Weight, ♦•0.370. Fineness, 265 — lOOOths. Hort 
Value, 80.108. 

Compare with No. 430. The E in United, and States, too broad. The Tsand 
F, also defective. Elagie’s mouth too much open. 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



Na 447. Counterfeit Half Dollar j 1825. 

Weight, f''0.440. Fmeneea.ZS? — lOOOths. Hort. Value, 80.115. 
Compare with No. 430. Figures rather clumsy, feathering upon the arrow shaftf 
too finely wrought. 



No. 448. Counterfeit Half Hollar^ 1826. (a.) 
Weight, •’'0.480. Fineness, near 180 — lOOOths. Value, SO.OOO. 
Compare with Na 430. 5 in 50 too small, esgles’s beak too near his right wing. 



No. 449. Counterfeit Half DoUar^ 1826. (b.) 
Weight, ♦’'0.660. Fineness, 200 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, •0.128. 
Compare with No. 430. Figures of the date too large, rays of the stare too akn- 
4er, lettering defectire 
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No. 450. ComUerfeit Half Dollar, 1827. 

Weight, $''0,410. Fineness, 237 — lOOOths. Value, $0,108. 

Compare with No. 430. Gireatest meamrement acroaa the boat too ahoit, 8 rather 
loo large, relation of the neighboring ahafta and heada of arrowa defective. 



No. 451. CouMterfeit Half Dottar, 1828. (a.) 
Weight, $’'0,500. Fineness, near 90 — lOOOths. Value, $0.060l 
Compare with No. 430. Raya of the atara too aUm, E in United defective^ 
arrow head too long. • 



No. 452. CounierfeU Haif IBoUar^ 1828. (b.) 
Weight, 8'^0.400. Fineness, near 300 — lOOOths. Valne, f0.188. 
Compare with No. 430. Oreateat meaanrement of bust loo ehoit, C after 50 
loo large. Admirably executed. 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 453. Counterfeit Half HoUar, 1828. (c.) 
Weight, $’0,470. Fineness, near 360— lOOOths. Value, $0,188. 

Compare with No. 430. Lettering defective, atara and buat wrongly made. 



No. 454. Counterfeit Haif Huttar, 1829. (a.) 

Weight, $’0,620. Fineness, 195— lOOOths. Hor*L Value, $0.112L 

with No, 430. Figure, uid letters badly m.it. , TT.ir .u tbe bust downy. 



No. 455. Counterfeit Half Hollar, 1829. (b.) 
Weight, $’0,380. Fineness, 334 — lOOOths. Hoit. 

Value, $0,141. 

Compare with No. 430. Letteia too imall 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 




No. 456. Counterfeit Half Hollar, 1830. 

Weight, 8*0.500. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, 80.200. 
Compare with No. 430. Eagle’s beak too near the right wing. 



No. 457. Counterfeit Half Hollar, 1831. 
Weight, 8*0.410. Fineness, near 90— lOOOths. Value, 80.041 
Compare with No. 430. Letten too wn al]. 



No. 458. Counterfeit Half HoUar^ 1832. (a.) 
Weight, f'O.hOO. Fineness, near 267 — lOOOths. Value, 60.148. 
Compare with No. 430. Letten too small and irregular, eagle’s beak too 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 459. Counterfeit Half HoUar^ 1832, (b.) 
Weight, •’'0.380. Fineness, near 270 — lOOOths. Value, 00.114 
Compare with No. 430. Eagle’a beak too near the right wing. 



No. 460. Counterfeit Half JDollar^ 1832. (c.) 
Weight, •’'0.450. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, $0,180. 
Compare with No. 430. Eagle’s beak too near the right wing. 



No. 461. Counterfeit Half HoUar^ 1833. (a.) 
Weight, •”0.620. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, $0,208. 
Compare with No. 430. Shafts of the arrows too long. Letters badly made. 
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GXDUN'l 1 HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 462. Counterfeit Matf ttoUar^ 1833. (b.) 
Weight, $'0,430. Fineness, near 450 — lOOOths. Value, $0.21& 
Compare with No. 430. Boet too nnall, 50 C. too email. 



No. 463. Counterfeit Half Hollar^ 1833. (c.) 

Weight, •’'0.530. Fineness, 267 — lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,157. 
Compare with No. 430. Eagle’s head too small, letters small and irregular. 




No. 464. Counterfeit Half Hollar^ 1833. (d.) 

Weight, •’'0.420. Fineness and Value, 0. Hort. 

German silver. Compare with Na 430. Stars too small, letters bad. 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 465. Counterfeit Half Hollnr, 1833. (e.) 
Weight, $’0,430. Fineness, 368— lOOOths. Hort. Value, $0,175. 
Compare with No. 430. Greatest measurement across the butt too short. Lower 
■tars at the back of the bust too small 



No. 466. Counterfeit Half HoUar, 1833. (f) 

Weight, $’0,460. Fineness, near 300— lOOOlhs. Value, $0,153. 
cLpue with No. 430. Profile of the buet wrong, arrow he«l. too «naU. 



No. 467. Counterfeit Half HoUar^ 1834. (a.) 

Weight, $’0,430. Fineness, 354— lOOOths. Hort. 

Value. $ 0 , 168 . 

Compare with No. 431. Stare too large. 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 468. Counterfeit Half Hollar, 1834. (b.) 
Weight, f’O.AlO. Fineness, and Value, 0. H o r t. 

A kind of German silver. Compare with No. 431. Stars too large, figures of the 
date too large. 



No. 469. Counterfeit Half Hollar^ 1836. (a.) 
Weight, •’'0.450. Fineness, 295 — lOOOths. H o r t 
Value, $0,147. 

Compare with No. 431. Profile wrong, letters bad, arrow heads too small. 



No. 470. Counterfeit Hatf HoUar^ 1836, (b.) 

Weight, •’'0.450. Fineness, 295 — lOOOths. H o r t . 

Value, •O.HT. 

Compare with Na 431. Letters and figures bad. 
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No. 471. Counterfeit Half Hollar^ O. 1836. (c.) 
Weight, S’'0.410. Fineness, near 1 — lOOOths. Value, $0.000i. 

A baM alloy galvanised. Compare with No. 432. Letters irregular. Elagle’s 
bead too large, half dol. instead of 50 cents. 



No. 472. Counterfeit Half Hollar^ 1837. 

Weight, ♦’^0.460. Fineness, and Value 0. 

German silver. Compare with No. 433. Profile wrong, letters bad. 



No. 473. Counterfeit HaMf Mfollar^ 1838. (a.) 

Weight, t'0.430. Fineness, 0 — lOOOths. Value, 80.000. 

Appears to be German silver. Compare with No. 437. Stars and figtuei of tho 
4ate defective, leaves of the olive branch rather too small. 
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COUNTERFEIT AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 





No. 474. Counterfeit Half HoUar^ 1838. (b.) 

Weight, S''0.420. Fineness, 0 — lOOOths. Value, $0,000. 

Bnaiy Oennan nlTer, veiy thinly silver-washed. Compare with Na 437. Stan 
too laxge, letters too small. 



No. 475. Counterfeit Half DoUar, 0. 1839. (a.) 

Weight, $''0,480. Fineness, near 1 — ioOOths. Value, fO.OOOi. 

A base alloy galvanized over with silver. Compare with No. 437. Letters irreg^ 
ular# The O, onder the bust, is the mint-mark of the New Orleans Branch Mint 



No. 476. Counterfeit Half Hollar^ 0. 1839. (b.) 

Weight, $*0,480. Fineness, near 1 — lOOOths. Value, $0.000i. 

An alloy of copper, tin, Ac. galvanized. Compare with No. 437. Letten iiregolar. 
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FRANCJO-AMERICAN SILVER COIN. 



No. 477. Counterfeit Half Hollar ^ O. 1839. (c.) 
Weight, •*'0.490. Fineness, near 1 — lOOOlhs. Value, fO.OOO^. 

Seems to be an alloy like type metal with copper, and to have been cast, as the im- 
pression is not as distinct as in the genuine coin. Dies genuine. Compare with 
No. 437. 


FRANCO-AMERICAN HALF CROWN, OR HALF DOLLAR. 


This curious coin, in my possession, is the only one of the kind existing 
so far as 1 know. 

Obverse^ a turretted and laureated bust of what is intended, probably, as 
the Goddess of Liberty. Legend, Franco Americana Colonia, the French 
American Colonies. Castorland, and the date in the exergua 

Reverse^ apparently Ceres holding in her right hand a horn of plenty; 
in her left a carpenter’s brace and bit, with a sugar maple tree, from which 
sap is flowing into a tub. At the feet of Ceres is a sheaf of grain. Le- 
gend, Salve magna parens frugum, Save or regard ias, great parent of 
fruits. A beaver is in the exergue. The milling on the edge is indented 
like modem English and American coins. 



No. 478. Franco^^Mmerican Silver Coin^ 1796. 

Weight, $*'0,600=206.25 grs.=13.363 grms. 

Fineness, apparently near 900 — lOOOths: 

Value, i0.&00=2s. 0.7d:=2.67 fr. 
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HALF DOLLAR OF SIERRA LEONE. 



No. 479. Half Hollar of the Sierra Mteoue 
Company f M'rica^ 1791. 

Weight. »'0.495=204.18 grs.= 13.22 gnus. 

Fineness,8l6— lOOOths. Bonneville. 

Value, $0,460=15. 10.2<i.=2.41 fr. 


SPANISH HALF DOLLARS. 

Noa. 480 to 498 inclnsiTe. 



No. 480. Spanish Half Hollar f 1684. 

Weight, $’0,460=185.62 grs.= 12.026 grins. 

Fineness, probably near OOti — lOOOths. 

Value, $0,463=15. 10.4il.=2.43 fr. 



No. 481. Spanish Half Hollar^ 1776; 

With Chinese markings. 

Weight, $’0,490=202.12 gT8.=13.09 grms. 

Fineness, 900— lOOOths. Value, $0,490=25. 0.U.=2.62 fr. 
This piece having been worn, is light 
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SPANISH HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 482. Spam»h Half Hollar ^ 1777. 

Weight, $*'0,405=204.18 gr8.=13.22 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — 1 OOOths. 

Value, 80.495=2«. 0.4i.=2.65 fr. 



No. 483. Spanish Half Hollar^ 1810. 

Weight, f''0.600=20625 grs.=l3.363 grms. 
Fineness, 900 — I OOOths. 

Value, $0.600=2s. 0.7<1.=2.67 fr. 



No. 484. Spanish Half Hollar^ 1816. 

Weight, f'0.500=206.25 grs.=13.363 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — 1 OOOths. 

Value, f0.500=2s. 0.7i. =2.67 fr. 23 
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SPANISH AMERICAN HALF DOLLAR MEDAL. 



No. 485. Spanish Half MfoUar, 1821. 

Weight, $'0. 504 =208 grs. = 1 3.47 grins. 

Fineness, 920 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt ti Dubois. 
Value, 80.615=2*. 1.4d.=2. 76 fr. 



No. 486. Spanish Jimwiran Haif tMUsr^ 1767. 

Mint of Poton, S. A. 

Weight, $*'0,500=206.25 gr8.=sl3.363 grins. 

Fineness, 906— lOOOths. Bonneville. 

Value, $0.503=2«. 0.84.=2.68 fr. 



No. 487. Spanish American Baif niMar JnedsU* 

1796, 

Weight, •'0.510=210.37 grs.=13.63 gnns. 

Fineness, near 900— lOOOths. Value, •0.510=2*. 1.2d.=2.73 fr. 
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No. 488. Spanish American Cob Bait BoUtar, or 
Jf/KoTcican HaUf Bollar^ 1811. 

Weight, 8*0.495=204 gT8.=13.23 grms. 

Fineness, near 900— lOOOAs. Value, $0,495=2*. 0.3d.=2.64 fr. 



No. 489. Spanioh American Balf Dollar, Car- 
raeas, 1819. 

Weight, 8*0.420=173.25 gTs.=11.22 gnna 
Fineness, apparently near 900 — lOOOths, 

Value, f0.420.=l5. 8.7(2.=2.24 fr* 

Thii piece of 4 reels eeemi mach finer than thoee of two reals. The latter are re- 
ported bj Eckieldt & Dubois to be 690— lOOOths fine. 



No. 490. Spanish American Half Dollar, 1780. 

Mint of Mexico 
Weight, 8*0.405=204 gr8.= 13.23 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt 4c Dubois 
Taln^ 80.496=21. 0.3<i.=2.64 fr. 
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SPANISH AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 491. Spanish •ttmerieau Balf BoUar. 

Mint of Mexico, 1807. 

Weight, 9*0.500=206.25 grs.=ld.363 gnns 

Fineness, 898 — lOOOths. Value, 90.498=25. 0.6i.=2.66 fr. 



No. 492. Spanish Jimeriean BdtrBoUar. 

Mint of Santiago, 1807. 

Weight, $’0,495=204 grs.=I3.22 gnus. 

Fineness, 898— lOOOths. Value, $0,493=2*. 0.3rf.=2.63 fir. 



No. 493. S^nish •Smeriean Batf BoUar. 

Mint of New GuMemals, 1807. 

Weight, $'0,600=208.25 grs.=l3.363 grms. 

Fineness, 897— lOOOths. Value, $0,498=2*. 0.4i.=2.65 fr. 
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HI8PAN0-MEXICAN HALF DOLLAR. 



No. 494. SpanUh American Half Hollar, 1808, 

Mint of Potoai, S. A. 

Weight, •’'0.495=204 grs.= 13.23 grms. 

Finenefis, 898 — lOOOths. Value, •0,494=2i. 0.3^=2.64 fir. 



No. 495. Spanish •Mmerican Half JtoUar^ 

Mint of Lima, Peru, 1811. 

Weight, $”0,485=200 grs.= 12.95 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. Value, $0,485=15. 11.9<2.=2.59 fir. 




No. 496. Hispano^Jffexican Half Hollar. 

Mint of Gaadalaxara, 1814. 

Weight, $’H).500=206.25 gr8.= 13.363 grmg. 

Fmenese, probably near 880 — lOOOths. Value, $0,488= Si. =2.61 fr. 
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HALF DOLLAR OF LA PLATA. 



No. 497. Spanish •Smerican Half Hollar, 

Mint of New Gnatenuda, 1815. 

Weight, 9''0.500=:206.26 grs.s 13.363 m. 

Fmeneee, 896— lOOOthe. Value, 60.497=21. 0.4i.=2.66 fr. 



No. 498. Spanish t/Mmeriean Half HoUar, 

, Mint of lim^ Pern, 1817. 

Weight, r0.600=906.26 gT8.=13.363 gras. 

Fmeoeas, 900 — lOOOths. Value, 00.600=21. 0.7(i=2L67 fr. 


SOUTH AMERICAN HALF DOLLARS. 

No*. 499 to 502. 



HolMar of Ha Hlata, 1813. 

Weight, 8^(15 00=20626 gre.=is.363 gnna 
^ene^888— lOOOtha Eckelfeldt h Duboii 

Value, 80.493=2*. 0.2d:=2.«3fr. 
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No. 500. Bolivian Half Hollar, Hotooi, 1830. 

Weight, f '0.500 =206.25 gr8.=13.363 grme. 

Fineness, 670 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt Dubois. 

Value, f0.371=l«. 6.2d.=1.68 fr. 



No. 501. Heruvian Half Hollar, Cuxeo, 1836. 

Weight, $'0,600=206.25 gr8.=13.363 gnns. 

Fineness, 650 — lOOOths. 

Value, $0.361=ls. 6.7d.=1.02 ft. 

This unusual debasement of the Peravian Half Dollar was legalised from June, 1835^ 
to February, 1838. Eckfeldt St, Dubois, page 97. 



No. 502. Heruvian Half Hollar, Hreqnipa, 1838. 

Weight, 9''0.500=206.25 grs.=l 3.363 grms. 

Fineness, 660 — lOOOths. Eckfeldt & Dubois. 

Value. $0,366=15. 6d.=:1.95 fr. 
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MEXICAN HALF DOLLARS. 
Nos. 503 to 512, inclnsiTe. 




No. 503. JtMesciean Half HoUar^ hammered. 

VargM, Sombrerete. 1811. 

Weight, •'470=193.87 grs.=12.66 grms. 

Fineness, 685— lOOOths. Value, ^.462=U 10.7i.=2.47 fir. 



No. 504. JfKexiean Half Hollar ^ hammered. 

General Vai^aa. Sombrerete, 1811. 

Weight, •’'0.464=191.40 grs.=12.39 grms. 

Fineness, 885— lOOOths. Value, •0.456=li. 10.6<i=:2.44 fe 



No. 505. Jttexiean Half Hollar JOedal. 

Weight, •'0.504=907.00 gr8.=13.46 grms. 

Fineness, 000— lOOOths? Value, •0.504=25. 0.9(f.=2.69 ft. 
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MEXICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 506. Jtlextcan Half nollar JfKeAal. 

Weight, #''0.530t=218.62 grs.=14.16 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths? 

Value, «0.530=25. 2.U.=2.83 fr. 



No. 507. JftexiraH Half Hollar^ XacatecM. 

Weight, $’^0,500=206.25 grs.=13.36 grms. 

Fineness, 896— lOOOths. 

Value, $0,497=25. 0.4£2.=2.65 fr. 



No. 508. Jftexiean Half Hollar^ XacMecaSm 

Weight, $’’0,500=206.26 grs.= 13.36 grms. 

Fineness, 897 — lOOOths. 

Value, $0,498=25. 0.5(i.=2.66 fr. oa 
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MEXICAN HALF DOLLARS. 



No. 509. Jtlexiean Half Hollar ^ Zaeateeas, 

Weight, $'0,500=206.26 grs.=13.36 grms; 

Fineness, 898— lOOOths. Value, $0.499=2s. 0.5<{.=2.67 fr. 



No. 510. Counterfeit HtUf Hollar, Xaeateean, 1837. 

Weight, $'0,440. Fineness, near 360 — lOOOths. Value, $0,176. 



No. 511. Jflexiean Half Holtar, Chtanaxuato. 

Weight, $'0,496=204.53 gr8.=13.25 grms. 

Fineness, 896— lOOOths. Value, $0.493s>2«. 0.2d=2.63 fr. 
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No. 512. Jflexican MMalf Ifollar, San MjuIs PotoH. 

Weight, $"0,496=204.53 grs,=13.25 grms. 

Fineness, 900 — lOOOths. 

Value, «0.496.=2*. 0.3<1.=2.64 fr 


CONCLUDING REMARKS. 

Soon after entering upon duty as melter and refiner in the New Orleans 
Mint, in 1839, I became aware that well executed counterfeit Mexican 
dollars abounded in general circulation to an alarming extent In trying 
to devise a remedy for the evil, by rendering their detection easy, I soon 
conceived an idea of producing something like the foregoing work. The 
great desideratum in the enterprise, was to print fac-similes of the good and 
bad coins, that might be relied upon. The method of medal rule engra- 
ving, so elegantly exemplified in the excellent and authentic “ Manual 
of Coins and Bullion,” by Messrs. Eckfeldt & Dubois, besides being slow 
and expensive, necessarily obliterates or distorts the more minutely engra- 
ven details on the disk of the coin represented, which details are sometimes 
essential in deciding whether a coin be good or bad. After many trials, 
overcoming successive difficulties as they presented themselves, I at length 
succeeded in preparing metal types adapted for printing, indirectly from the 
coins themselves, which, if they do not always make a handsome print, 
give a perfectly correct, and I think, satisfactory representation. The plan 
is also applicable to the typographic delineation of medals, cameos, intaglios, 
and the surface of many objects of natural history : But of all these mat- 
ters, and the details of the plan itself, I shall give an account at a future 
time, in a more appropriate place. 

In collecting materials for this, and a larger contemplated work, I am 
under obligations to many persons, very many more than I can here ven- 
ture to name. It would be ungrateful in me not to express my thanks to 
J. M. Kennedy, Esq., Superintendent of the New Orleans Mint, for the 
25 
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use of his cabinet of coins; and especially to Dr. Wm. P. Hort, Assayer 
if the N. O. Mint, for the vast deal of labor he has contributed, in making, 
at my request, special assays, which it will be observed are given on his 
authority. To the officers of the Bank of Louisiana, the Mechanics’ and 
Traders’ Bank, the State, Gas, and City Banks of New Orleans, I am also 
greatly indebted. Messrs. Jacob Barker, Col. Daunoy, Wm. E. Leverich, 
R. M. Davis, Jackson Duplessis, and L. Muh, of New Orleans; and 
Messrs. Stearns and Davenport, of Boston, have also rendered me especial 
assistance. 

To the courtesy of Dr. R. M. Patterson, Director of the United States 
Mint, at Philadelphia, and to Messrs. Eckfeldt and Dubois, Assayers, I am 
indebted for a full suite of the impressions of the rare coins contained in the 
splendid cabinet of that mint ; said impressions having been principally 
used, however, in preparing types for the larger work above alluded tot 
and also advertised on the second page. 

In preparing the present work, utility has been almost the sole object; 
hence, explication of the arms, legends, inscriptions, <kc., impressed upon 
the coins, has very seldom been made : — and it will be observed that at- 
tention has been given to systematic arrangement only so far as it has pro- 
mised to subserve the main object proposed. 

In conclusion I will add, that I am especially desirous of getting any 
coins lately issued from foreign mints ; and that anything in the way of cu- 
rious coins or medals, old or new, will be thankfully received and liberally 
paid for. Persons meeting with counterfeit or doubtful dollars, not con- 
tained in this work, by submitting them to me for examination, will not 
merely confer a personal favor, but will contribute perhaps to discourage 
the circulation of bad money. Desirous of rendering my general work on 
modern coins as comprehensive as practicable, I will also be thankful for 
the temporary loan of curious coins. 
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